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The purpose of this study was to analyze the financial data of 
selected reorganized high school districts in the State of Missouri 
for the two years immediately following reorganization and the two years 
immediately preceding reorganization to determine what changes occurred 
in financial patterns of the districts after reorganization had occurred. 
The following subproblems were examined: 
l. As$essed·valuations were analyzed for the two years preceding 
and the two years following reorganization. 
2. Tax rates were analyzed for the two years preceding and the 
two years following reorganization. 
3. Bonded indebtedness of each district was analyzed to 
determine what changes had occurred during the years included in the 
study. 
4. Income data by major category and by line item were analyzed 
to see what changes in income patterns had occurred after reorganization. 
5. Expense data by major category and by line item were analyzed 
to see what changes in expense patterns had occurred after reorganization. 
6. Data as indicated in subproblems one through five above were 
analyzed for six control districts to see if comparable changes had 
occurred in those districts. 
7, Data on a state-wide basis were analyzed by major category 
to see if comparable state-wide changes had occurred. 
iii 
iv 
The data used in this study were collected from the annual 
financial (FD/5) reports of the local districts to the State Department 
of Education and from the Annual Commissioners' Report, on the status of 
the public schools, to the Governor of the State of Missauri. 
The population of this study consisted of 15 high school·districts 
in the State of Missouri which later merged into six high school districts. 
Control districts consisted of six high school districts in the State of 
Missouri comparable to the 15 districts which later reorganized. 
Each category of income and expense and each line item of income 
and expense shown on the annual financial reports were analyzed and per­
cent trends show�ng increases or decreases were determined. Comparisons 
were then made among the trends shown for reorganized districts, control 
districts and state-wide totals. 
Percentages were determined showing the distribution of each 
income and expense category and the distribution of each line item as 
they appeared on the annual financial reports. Distribution comparisons 
were made among reorganized districts, control districts and state-wide 
data. 
The major findings of the study were: 
Reorganized districts showed greater increases in tax rates, 
assessments, local income, county income, state income per student, 
total revenue per student and gross revenue per student. Control dis­
tricts showed greater increasesin federal income, total state income, 
total revenue income and gross income. Reorganized districts and con­
trol districts reflected decreases in bonded debt and nonrevenue 
receipts, control districts reflecting tne greater decrease in each 
case. Reorganized districts decreased in receipts from other districts 
while control districts showed an increase in this account. 
V 
Reorganized districts showed greater increases in the following 
expense categories: health service, transportatio�, operation, mainte­
nance expense per student in average daily attendance, total current 
expense per stud�nt, debt-service, payment between districts and gross 
expense. Control districts showed greater increases in the following 
expense items: administration, instruction, attendance service, total 
maintenance, fixed· ch�rges, total current expense, and·community service. 
Every category of expense showed increases per student in average daily 
attendance in the case of reorganized districts. 
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Great interest has been shown in·the past few years concern�ng 
the optimum size that a school district should be in.order. to provide an 
adequate school·program. Emphasis has been centered around the number 
enrolled as a measure·of adequacy of school district size. Conant, in 
his discussion of the small high school, indicated that such a school 
uses uneconomically the time and efforts of administrators, teachers, 
l and specialists, the shortage of whom is a serious national problem. 
An indication of the interest in this regard is shown by the 
decrease in the number of school districts in the United States in 
recent years. The·number of school districts decreased from 127,649 in 
1932 to 31,319 in 1963.2 Operating school districts in the 1963-64 
school year numbered 27,517 with 3,802 nonoperating units.3 This trend· 
will continue as evidenced by activities now in progress.in a number 
of states. Further reductions in the number of basic administrative 
units may be expected in the years ahead as states consolidate small 
1 James· B. Conant, The American High School Today (New York: 
McGraw-Hill Book Company,1959), p. 77. 
2 School Administration in Newly Reorsanized Districts (Washington, 
D.C.: American Association of School Administrators, 1965), p. 24. 
3
NEA Research Bulletin, Vol. 41, No. l (Washington, D.C.: National 
EducationAssociation, February 1963), p. 6. 
l 
districts in· order that each district may have enc.ugh pupils to provide 
a broad curriculum and have a broader tax base for local support. of 
schools. 4 
I •. THE PROBLEM 
Statement of� Problem 
2 
The purpose of this study was to analyze the financial data of 
selected reorganized high school districts in the State of Missouri.for 
the two years preceding reorganization and.the two years immediately· 
following reorganization to determine what changes occurred in financial 
patterns of the districts after the reorganization process had trans­
pired. 
Subproblems. This study.was divided into the following sub­
problems to facilitate an orderly approach to the basic problem of·the 
study as indicated above: 
l. Assessed valuations were analyzed for the two years 
preceding and two years following re?rganization. 
2. Tax riates were analyzed for the two years precedi_ng 
and two years following reorganization. 
3. Bonded indebtedness of each district was analyzed to 
dete:rmine what changes had occurred during the years 
included in the study. 
4NEA Research Bulletin, Vol. 39, No. l (Washington, D.C.: National 
EducationAssociation, February 1961), p. 7. 
4. Income data as shown on Missouri State Departm�nt Form 
FD/5  were studied to determine if there had been changes 
in income patterns of the districts studied for the 
years incl�ded in the study . 
5. Expense data as shown on Form .FD/5 were analyzed to 
determine if there had been cha�ges in expense patterns 
after reorganization. 
6. The findings of the preceding subproblems were examined 
to determine if changes that occurred could· have been 
attributed to the reorganization factor. 
II , IMPORTANCE OF THE STUDY 
Since reorganization has been a continuing process for the past 
few decades and will no doubt continue in the years ahead, it is impor­
tant that changes brought about through this process be identified in 
order that all concerned might understand the implications of such a 
move. Since finance is very basic to any governmental reorganization 
proposal , an understanding of the financial implications of such a move 
is extremely important. Merrill, in discussing implications for finan­
cial support for school district reorganization, stated that more 
research is needed in this area . 5 Merrill further stated that there is 
3 
5E. c .  Merrill, "School District Reorganization ; Implications for 
financial Support, " Trends � Financins Public Schools (the proceedings 
of the Eighth National Conference on School Finance, April 4-7,  1965, 
Chicago ), , p. 112. 
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6 no sophisticated research at this time in this area. Fitzwater, in a 
study conducted for the United States Office of Education, stated that a 
thor�ugh study of relative school costs before and · after reorganization 
was not attempted in his study and that such a study would have consti­
tuted . a maj or undertaking . 7 Barr stated tpat those · who are interested 
in promoting reorganization should study the relationship between expendi� 
tures and district organization in their state or district and· that such 
a study co�ld do much to overcome opposition to reorganization . 8 
This effort was an attempt to determine the financial cb�nges 
that were reflected after reorganization and to determine if such changes 
ocq�red as a result of reorganization . 
III . DELIMITATIONS AND LIMITATIONS 
Delimitatione . In regard to this study, the following delimita­
tions were made: 
l .  The · study was delimited to the study of six high school 
district mergers in the State of Missouri that became 
effective during the 1962-1963 and · l963-1964 school years . 
2 .  Data utilized in this study were obtained . primarily 
from - the FD/ 5 report of the local school district to 
6Ibid . 
7 
c .  O .  Fitzwater, School District Reorganization _(Washington, 
D. C . :  Government Prin�ing Office , 1957 ), p. 87 . 
8Monfort W .  Barr, American Public School Finance (New York: 
The American Book Company, 1960) , p .  3�5. 
the Missouri State Department of Education and from 
annual summaries of the State Department of Education. 
A copy of the FD/ 5 form is i�cluded in Appendi� I of 
this study . 
3. This study was further delimited to the analysis of 
financial data from six control districts , one from 
each area of the state t'epresented by the reo_rganized 
districts included. 
Limitations ·. The Missouri State Department of Education Form 
FD/ 5 is based on standard receipt and expenditure accounts as · shown. in 
9 "Financial Accounting for Local and State School Systems." This had 
5 
the effect of standardizing broad' categories of income and expense items ; 
however ,. local interpretation of certain classifications of income and 
expense items will differ from district to district. For the purpose of 
this study , . it was believed that an adequate degre� of standardization 
existed to make comparisons meaningful . 
An analysis · of the programs offered by the districts included in 
this study was not made ; therefore , no inference is drawn concerning the 
adequacy or inadequacy of school district operations . 
Inflationary trends present in the years included in this study 
had some effect in year to year comparison� ; however , since constant 
dollar values are based on consumer or wholesale price indexes and 
9
u .  S. Department . of Health , Education and Welfare , Financial 
Accounting !££_ Local � State School Systems (Wasaington , D . C . : 
Government Printing Office , 1965 ) ,  
since public school· expenditures are largely salaries , it was decided 
not to use constant dollar values . 
IV . ASSUMPTIONS 
The foll�wing basic assumptions were made in the organization of 
the study: 
1. The assumption was made that basic data as reported in 
the FD/ 5 reports to the Missouri State Department of 
Education were comparable and that each district had 
uniformly coded· income and expenditures . 
2 .  The assumption was made that basic financial changes 
occurred in the financia; structure of the local unit 
after reorganization which ;ould be attributed to 
reorganization . 
3 ,  The assumption was made that reporting was uniform and 
accurate enough to make · oomparison meaningful . 
V .  DEFINITION OF TERMS 
6 
Annexation . The legal procedure through which one administrative 
unit relinquishes its entity and becomes a part of another administrative 
unit is identified as annexation . In the case of reorganization the 
entities involved all cease to · exist and become part of a new legal 
entity . 
Assessed valuation. The value placed on all real and personal 
property of a school district for tax purposes by the county tax 
assessor and the State Tax Commission is the assessed value . 
7 
Bonded indebtedness . The long-term debt owed by a school · district 
against which certificates of indebtedness or bonds are outstand�ng as 
evidence of the indebtedness. 
Common school district. A three-director district which operates 
grades one through eight is known as a common school district . 
Control district. As used in this study, a control district is a 
high school district which was not affected by reorganization, annexa­
tion , or consolidation during the period of time cov�red in the study. 
Elementary school · district. This teJ;'ID refers to a school district 
which operates only grades one through eight and is governed by six 
directors. 
Expense data. Data concerning expenditures of the district 
categorized as shown · on the Missouri State Department Form FD/5 are 
expense data. 
!:BLl report . The annual report made to the State Department of 
Education by local districts which includes a complete financial report , 
concerning the operations of the district for the fiscal year. 
Income data . Data concerning income that accrues to the local 
district from whatever source and categorized as required on the annual 
financial statement of the district to the State Department of Education 
are income data. 
8 
Reorganization. The term "school district reo_rganization" can 
appropriately be used to embrace anything from a merger of a l�rge city 
school system with one or more other systems to form a single school 
administrative unit for an entire metropolitan area to the combination 
of two very small districts involving only a few pupil�.10 Barr defines 
reorganization of school districts as · the complete me_rger of the tax 
bases, territory, and educational offerings of two or more formerly 
independent school districts.11 This is the definition adhered to for 
the purpose of this studr . 
Reorganized district. For the purpose of this study, a reorganized 
district refers to the new administrative unit brought about through the 
process of reorganization, annexation, or consolidation , In each case 
there is a joining together of two or more administrative units that 
previously existed as separatei entities. 
Tax rates . T�e tax rates as shown in this study are expressed as 
the number of cents levied against each one hundred dollars of assessed 
valuation. 
VI. PROCEDURES 
In order to facilitate the orderly process of this study, proce­
dures were followed as indicated below : 
10school Administration in Newly Reorganized Districts (Washi_ngton, 
D.C.: American Association of School Administrators, 1965), p. 9. 
11Monfort W .  Barr, American Public School Finance (New York: The 
American Book Company, 1960), p .  315 . 
· A study of the districts that had merged in the five years 
preceding July l, 1966, i,n the State of Missouri was made in order that 
9 
a sample might be identified. In making this analysis it was found that, 
even though statistics of the State of Missouri indicate · a tremendous 
decrease in the total number of districts , relatively few hfgh school 
districts were involved. From Table I, it can be seen that the number 
of high school districts eliminated in the state since July l, 1961, 
amounted to only 28, a decrease from 531 in 1961 to 503 in 1965 . Since 
there were eleven reorganized high school dist�icts formed during school 
years· 196 2-1963 and· 1963-1964 which resulted from a merger of· twenty­
five h.igh school districts, it · was decided to analyze the financial data 
of these eleven districts for the· two years pr-ior to and the two years 
followi.ng reorganization. 
Duri.ng the process of this analysis it soon became apparent that 
some of the districts were affected to a considerable extent by the 
inclusion of small elementary and three-director common school districts 
in the merger. An . example of a proposed merger of districts in north­
west Missouri is given in Table I I .  This proposal was later approved. 
A study of the financial changes which occurred is severely complicated 
because of the admixture of districts involved ; consequently, mergers of 
this nature were excluded from the study . 
Five of the eleven distric�s orfgi�ally cons ide;red_ were excluded 
from the final analysis because of the admi xture of small nonh�gh school 
districts in the reorganization process . This left a total of six to be 
10 
TABLE I 
SUMMARY. OF SCHOOL REORGANIZATION IN THE 
STATE OF MISSOURI , 1940-1966 
Year Districts High School Elementarz Of!X'&tipg Closed 
1940 , 8 , 661 848 7 ,26 3 550 
1941 8 , 657 835 7 ,148 674 
1942 8 , 632 822 6 , 923 887 
1943 8 , 613 789 6 , 654 1 , 170 
1944 8 , 605 753 6 , 421 l , 431 
1945 8 , 607 738 6 , 191 1 , 678 
1946" 8 , 603 720 5 , 944 1 , 939 ,  
1947 · 8 , 558 703 5 ,835 2 , 020 
1948 8 , 422 686 5 , 669 2 , 067 · 
1949 8 , 326 677 5 , 526 2 , 123 
1950 6 , 348 652 4 ,208 1 , 488 
1951 5 , 790 629 3 , 835 1 , 326 
195 2 4 ,573 609 3 , 046 913 
1953 · 4 ,331 595 2 , 8 12 924 
1954 4 , 022 586 2 , 499 937 
195 5  3 ,794 579 2 ,344 871 
1956 3 ,431 574 2 , 001 856 
1957 2 , 890 560 1 , 594 736 
1958 2 , 629 553 1 , 396 680 
1959 2 , 254 541 1 , 158 555 
1960 1 , 121 53 5 959 427' 
1961 1 , 7 32 531 821 380 
1962 1 , 633 526 731 376 
1963 1 , 542 523 667 3 52 
1964 l , �10 512 426 372 
1965 1 , 028 503 339 186 
1966 909 489 284 136 
Source : One Hundred Sixteenth Report of the Public Schools of 
the State of Missouri , School Year Ending June 30 , 1965 (Jefferson City , 
Missouri : State Department of Education , 1966) ,p. � 
TABLE II  
PROPOSED SCHOOL DISTRICT MERGER IN SHELBY AND MONROE COUNTIES 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI IN 1962 
11 
District Enrollment Assessed Valuation Tax Levy 
Prairie View 15 $ 212 , 310 $1 . 75 
Oak Dale 12 154 , 8 85 2 . 25 
Beatley 19 110 , 255 2 . 00 
Mt . Pleasant 11 167 , 950 2 . 50 
Mt . Olive 7 139 , 655 2 . 20 
Hightower 8 98 , 495 2 . 00 
Kendall 19 154 ,705 2 . 30 
Lentner 23 246 , 185 1 . 50 
Chinn 14 262 ,530 1 . 40 
Shale 7 158 , 175 . so 
Stalcup 4 134 , 320 . 75 
Moreman 20 231 , 750 2 . 15 
Lakenon 37 249 ,520 1 . 50 
Maud 7 10 8 ,565 1 . 50 
Bishop 11 164 , 335 2 . 15 
Lily Dale 14 112 , 690 3 . 25 
Liberty 12 121 ,605 2 . 50 
Martin 6 138 , 275 1 . 65 
Shelbina Speciala 619 3 , 924 , 600 2 . 50 
Clarence Speciala 453 2 , 223 , 810 2 . 45 
North Fork . 26 161 , 250 2 . 10 
Combs 4 216 , 940 . 40 
Spencer Chapel 11 154, 050 1 . 90 
Fairview 14 254 2010 1 . 65 
Totals 1 , 373 $9 , 910 , 865 
aHigh school districts . 
Source : Proposed reorganization plan submitted to State Board 
of Education , 1962 . 
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considered. These six districts resulted from a me_rger of fifteen . high 
school districts . These districts are shown in Table III. 
Analysis of the financial data of the fifteen districts was made 
for the two years precedi_ng reorganization and for the six reorganized 
districts for two years subsequent to reo_rganization. As previously 
stated, reports of the local districts tQ the Missouri State Department 
of Education and the annual State Department summaries were the basic 
documents used in making the study. Questions arising from this analysis 
requiri_ng additional clarification were referred · to the local administra­
tive units for clarification. 
Six control districts as shown in Table IV were selected for 
comparison with the six reorganized districts . These districts . . . were 
selected from the same area of the state as were the reorganized dis­
tricts . as indicated by the map on page 15. An effort was made to select 
control districts with assessed valuations, enrollments, and geographic 
locations comparable to the districts which later r�organized. Figure . l 
.shows geographic locations of both reorganized and control districts. 
It should - be noted that it was not possible to locate one district that 
would match the two or three districts that merged since, in some cases, 
there was much disparity in the size of the districts reorganized. 
St�te financial averages or totals . were used in comparisons to 
ascertain if financial changes reflected in the analysis of reorganized 
districts were state-wide changes and could, therefore, have been 
expected had reorganization not occurred . 
TABLE III 
SIX REORGANIZED HIGH SCHOOL DISTRICTS FROM THE STATE OF MISSOURI 
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SIX CONTROL DISTRICTS FROM THE STATE OF MISSOURI 
WHICH EXISTED IN 1963 AND 1964 
District County Classification 
Campbell Dunklin AA 
Green Ri.dge Pettis A 
Clarkton Dunklin A 
Westboro Atcheson A 
Rocky Comfort McDonald A 
Deeri.ng Pemiscot A 
14 
A •  Counties containing both reorgani zed 
and control distri cts 
B m Counties contai ning only reorgani zed 
districts 
C • Counties contai ning only control 
distri cts 
FIGURE I 
MAP OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI SHOWING LOCATION OF REORGANIZED AND 
CONTROL DISTRICTS INCµUDED IN THE STUDY 
15 
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Analyses of the data were made , and i� each case comparisons . were 
made am�ng . reorganized districts , control districts , and state totals 
for the years covered by the study . 
Analysis of Assessed Valuations 
A .  Assessed valuations of the districts which later merged were 
summed for each of the two years prior to reorganization . This sum 
showed the amount . of assessed valuation for the same area as that after 
reorganization . The valuation for the earliest year , 1961-62 , was then 
divided into that of each succeeding year to determine the changes that 
occurred expressed as a percent of the base year . 
B .  Assessed valuations of control districts for 1961-62 were 
divided into that for each · succee4ing year covered to determine the 
percent - change in . these assessed valuations . 
C .  The state assessed valuation for 1961-62  was divided into 
that for � each succeeding year included in the study to determine the 
percent change in state total assessed valuation . 
D .  The mean change that . occurred in assessed valuations of 
�eorganized and . control districts were determined for comparative 
purposes . 
E .  The assessed valuation behind each student in ave�age daily 
attendance was determined for reorganized and control d istricts by 
divid�ng the assessed valuation of each district by the average daily 
attendance of that district . 
17 
F .  The assessed valuations of each district that later me.rged 
were summed , the average daily attendance �igures for the same districts 
were . summed , and · the sums of the assessed valuations were divided by the 
sums of the aver.age daily attendance figures . This permitted a compari­
son of the changes that occurred for each district which later me.rged 
and a comparison of the total assessed valuation behind each student for 
the _two or three districts included in the merger with the figures as 
they existed after reorganization had been accomplished .  
Analysis of Tax · Rates 
A . . Tax rates of the fifteen districts which later reo.rganized 
into six re.organized districts for the earliest year were divided into 
the tax rates borne by the patrons of the respective districts for each 
succeeding year included in the study . This treatment permitted a 
reflection of the increase or decrease in tax rates for the patrons of 
each of the fifteen districts . 
B .  Tax· rates for control districts were . treated the same as the 
treatment given tax rates for reorganized districts noted in "A" abo_ve . 
C .  The state average tax rate for high school districts for 
1961-62 was divided into the average tax rate for· subsequent years to 
determine the change that occurred in state average tax rates . 
Analysis of Bonded Debt 
A .  The bonded debt for the two or three districts which later 
merged were summed to arrive at . the total bonded debt outstanding against 
the area which later became one administrative unit . The bonded debt 
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for 1961-62  was then divided into that for succeed�ng years to arrive at 
the percent of change that had occurred . 
B .  Bonded debt for each control district for the earliest year 
included in the study was divided into the bonded debt for succeed�ng 
years to determine the change that occurred . 
C .  State total bonded debt for 1961-62 · was divided into that 
for subsequent years to determine the percent change that had occurred . 
Analysis of Income � 
A, Income data of districts which later m�rged as reflected on 
the annual financial reports were totaled by line item for each year 
included in the study . For example , the income from current tax for all 
fifteen districts which later merged was summed to arrive at the total 
income from current tax for these districts for each of the two years 
prior to reorganization . Income from current tax for the six reorganized 
districts was summed for each of the two years following reorganization . 
The sums . thus determined for the two years prior to reorganization were 
totaled , and . the sums for the two years following reorganization were 
totaled . This gave one total which represented all current tax received 
by the fifteen districts which later merged and one total which repre­
sented the amount received from current tax by the six re�rganized dis­
tricts for the two years following reorganization . The total thus 
obtained for the two years - prior to reorganization was divided into the 
figure obtained for the two years following reorganization . From the 
quotient thus obtained , the percent of increase or decrease in the 
current tax account was determined . 
B .  Income data for control districts were treated in the same 
manner as the income data for reorganized districts in "A" above . 
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C .  State income data in each category was totaled for the two 
years prior to reo.rganization and the two yeaI's followi.ng reo_rganization, 
and the percent of increase or decrease was determined as in "A" above . 
D .  Ave�age daily attendance figures were m�rged to arrive at one 
total which represented ave�age daily attendance for the two years prior 
to reorganization and one total which represented average daily attend­
ance for the two years following reorganization for reorganized districts, 
control districts, and state totals . The income figures obtained using 
the treatment indicated above were reduced to income per student in 
average dai�y attendance and then a percent change in income per student 
in aver_age daily attendance w_as determined by dividing the total income 
per student in average daily attendance after reo.rganization by the 
total income per student in average daily attendance prior to reorgani­
zation . 
E .  Each line item of revenue income as determined in "A" above 
was divided by total revenue income for reorganized districts, control 
districts, and state totals to determine the percent each line item was 
of total revenue income for the two years prior to reorganization and 
the two years following reorganization . This facilitated a comparison 
of the distribution of income before reorganization with the distribution 
of income after reorganization .  
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Analysis of Expense Data 
Each expense item was analyzed using the same treatment as that 
used for each line item of income data . A percent of increase or de­
crease was determined for the total expenditure for each line item and 
for the total of each major division of expense . The percent increase 
or decrease per student in average daily attendance was calculated for 
each item of expense and for the sums of the major categories of expense . 
The percent each line item of current expense was of total current 
expense was calculated for data before reorganization and for data after 
reo_rganizat ion . 
The same treatment was made concerning the data of reorganized 
districts , data of control districts ,  and state-wide totals . 
CHAPTER II 
SURVEY OF RELATED LITERATURE 
I ,  REORGANIZATION AND FINANC IAL ABILITY 
This topic concerns the ability of the newly re�rganized district 
to support the educational enterprise as compared to the ability of the 
districts as they existed prior to reorganization . Also pertinent to 
this question is the ability of the new unit as compared to the ability 
of other units throughout the state in which it is located . 
In a study made by Fitzwater, published in 1957,  it was found 
that wide variations in financial ability were common among small school 
l districts in the states surveyed. Since property tax is the backbone 
of support of most small districts on the local level, financial ability 
as referred to here is the assessed valuation of the districts . On a 
statewide basis , Fitzwater found these variations to be great and in 
2 some cases extremely so. 
Fitzwater gave an extreme example which existed in the . State of 
California where one district had one million dollars in assessed valu­
ation per pupil in average daily attendance while another had only one 
hundred ten dollars , a disparity in per pupil taxable wealth of ten 
3 thousand to one. 
1
c .. O. Fitzwater ., School District Reorganization (Washington, 
D . C . : Government Printing Office, 1957), p . · 85 . 
2Ibid. 3Ibid . 
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In the State of Washington , . the richest one-teacher district had 
more than 500 times the tax raising ability of the poorest district, and 
am�ng . th� grade-school districts · there was a variation of one hundred to 
4 one . 
There was also a variation amo.ng counties· wi ttiin most states 
studied by Fitzwater and amo.ng districts within counties . In the State 
of Illinois, there existed a disparity between richest and poorest dis­
tricts per student in average daily attendance of one hundred fifty to 
5 one . 
In a more recent . study conducted in the State of Missouri, it was 
found that districts differed greatly in the amount of wealth behind 
each child in that state . Among districts in St . Louis County it was 
found that a disparity in assessed valuation behind each student ranged 
from $3,982  to $ll , 5 35 .
6 It was found in the State of Iowa that assessed 
valuations per farm child was approximately three times the assessed 
valuation behind each nonfarm child . 7 
Larger districts would decrease the variation in the amount of 
assessed valuation behind each child . The extreme limit in the reduction 
of this disparity would be a state unit . If the state were only one 
unit the valuation behind each child would be the same . 
5Ibid . 
61ooking Ahead to Better Education in Missouri (New York: Academy 
for Educational Development , Inc . , 1966 ) ,  p. 39 . 
7r · . 8 5  1tzwater, � ·  .£!!.· , p . 
Johns and Morphet, in discussing the financial effects of 
reorganization, gave the following example : 
If five district� with wide differences in ability were to 
combine into one larger district, the extremes in that particu­
lar area would be eliminated . If similar reorganizations were 
to be effected throughout the state the range· in local ability 
would be greatly reduced , probably ten or ·fifteen to one. 8 
A further example given by Johns and Morphet was as follows : 
Let us assume that district A with 2500 pupils had $40,000 
per pupil in actual valuation of property ; District B, with 
1500 pupils had $8,500; District C with 3500 pupils had $15,000; 
Distric;:t D with 500 pupils had $2  , oo.o. If a new district com­
prising these five original dist�icts were organized, the range 
of 20 to l in ability would be a little under $18,000. 9 
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According to Johns and Morphet, the important poipt to note was 
that marked differences in ability are found within states, and they are 
10 maximized by faulty district structure . 
II. REORGANIZATION AND EFFORT 
The concept of effort implies the amount of available wealth a 
district is disposed to apply to the support of the school system. This 
is generally measured by the taxes that citizens are willing to pay for 
this purpose . 
Barr stated that the concept of equalization of educational 
opportunity and tax equalization are only a mockery in states which do 
not provide for adequate local school organization. 11 
8 Roe L .  Johns and Edger L. Morphet , Financins � P@lic Schools 
(Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey : Pr�ntice-Hall ,  Inc. , 1960),  p .  147. 
9Ibid. , pp. 147 -148. lO�. ,  p. 148 , 
1�onfort w .  Barr, Americ�n Public School Finance ( New York : The 
American Book Company, 1960) , p .  332 . 
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In Fitzwater ' s  study , it was found that , in at least eight states , 
recommendations were made respecting th� tax base or the financial 
b • 1 • f . d d 
· • 12 a i ity o reorganize istricts . 
Barr stated that . one of the first steps that a state should take 
in the adoption of a school foundation program is to abolish closed dis­
tricts and tax islands which may be effectively avoidi.ng the payment of 
responsible local school taxes . 13 
Fitzwater found in his study that in Nebraska the average tax 
rate . was almost twice as high as the average rate in districts which had 
closed their schoola and were sending their pupils to schools in other 
districts . 14 
If reorganization of a school district will provide a broader tax 
base and the elimination of special taxes : or tax inequities , the case 
for reorganization is again at least partially made . 15 
Barr made the following points concerning local taxation and · its 
relationship to school district organization : 
1 .  Local tax . equalization results as scho.ol districts are 
enlarged . 
2 .  Th� property tax base . is larger and more stable in dis­
tricts of adequate size . 
3 .  Representation of all citizens in tax and fiscal matters 
is assured when a district is reorganized to include 
"transfer areas . "  
12
F . itzwater , �· cit . , p .  85 . 
13Barr , �· cit . , p .  316 . 
14F .  i 8 6  . 1tzwater , �· .=.....!· , p .  . 
15School Administration in � Reorganized Districts (Washington ; 
D , C . : American Association of School Administrators , 1965) ,  p .  17 .-
4 .  A si.ngle school board controls school · fiscal affairs. 
5.  A �4itable base for administration of nonproperty 
taxation is provided by large reorganized . districts . 
· 6 .  Local taxation of all resources of a community is 
possible when industries , utilities ,  businesses
! 
farms , 
and residences are included . in one school unit . 6 
Chesholm stated that the property tax is the maj or tax on which 
th 1 l h l d . . d d 17 e oca sc oo 1str1ct must epen . Chesholm further stated that 
25  
the property tax is often inefficiently administered . In many areas 
inadequate and inequitable a§lsessments , exemptions of several . kinds , and 
property tax limitations laws have been permitted to erode this source 
18 of school support. 
According to Barr , nonproperty tax cannot be effectively 
administered in piecemeal school districts . As a result , in states 
where significant nonproperty taxation is permitted , it is often the 
large and populous districts which are able to adopt and administer such 
taxes . This has served to increase the disparity in - fiscal ability 
amo.ng school districts in Pennsylvania and New York .
19 Barr further 
stated that in Virginia and Florida where county school districts are 
the rule the revenue from school nonproperty tax is generally available 
for the public schools of the entire county or the fiscally independent 
. 20 city . 
16 Barr , �. cit • , p .  13 7 . 
17Leslie L .  
{Washington , D. C . : 
18Ibid . 
Chesholm , A Financial Program � Today ' s  Schools 
National Education Association ,  1964)', pp . 74-75 . 
19 BaI'lr , �. cit • , p . 317 . 20rbid . 
26 
In the report , "School District Reo.rganization , "  it was reported 
that the disparity in · tax rates and per pupil wealth sets a retarding 
factor in reorganization and that with reorganization some of the com­
ponent districts of the new administrative unit would lose their superior 
financial position while others would · benefit from no lo.nger havi.ng to 
bear an - inequitable share of the total school costs in the community. 
Thus , from the tax rate standpoint some districts are encouraged _ to 
21 reorganize and some are discouraged. 
Fitzwater ' s  study . showed that one-teacher districts in the Midwest 
had much lower tax rates than districts operating high schools . 22 
In the State of Iowa , it was found that the median tax rate for 
one-teacher elementary districts was only half as high as the median 
rate for consolidated districts and less than one-third as high as the 
d . f d . d .  • 23 me ian or town an city istricts. 
In South Dakota , the average tax rate in common school districts 
includi.ng a county levy for high school purposes was less than a third 
as high as the average rate in independent districts. Fewer than a 
tenth of the common school· districts levied the maximum rate prescribed 
by law for them , while more than two-thirds of the independent districts 
• . . . . 24 operating four-year high schools were levying their legal maximum . 
21F · t . 88 itzwa er , �- cit. , p .  
22Ibid . , p. 86 .-
23Ibid. 
24Ibid . 
In Missouri , the average tax levy in the rural elementary dis­
tricts , according to Fitzwater , was only a little over a third as high 
25 as the average for districts which maintained small high schools . 
27 
Table V shows more recent tax rate figures for school districts 
in the State of Missouri . This table shows a mean for the fifteen years 
of 169 cents for three-director elementary districts , 18 5 cents for six­
director elementary districts , and 238 cents for twelve-year school 
districts . This table included all districts in the State of Missouri 
from 1951 through 1965 .  
III . BONDED DEBT AND REORGANIZATION 
Bonded debt is a prime concern when reorganization is considered . 
Campbell found that if reorganization means new building costs , people 
may oppose this process when capital outlay costs are borne exclusively 
by the local districts ,  especially under conditions of restricted bond­
ing capacity . 26 One j uror queried by Campbell stated that the restric­
tions on bonding capacity might be an inducement to reorganization since 
27 reorganization is essentially a pooling of resources . 
There seems to be a feeling that bonding capacity could either 
be an encouraging or retarding factor for reorganization depending on 
the current financial position and building needs of the districts 
25 Ibid . 
26 Charles E . Campbell , "The Relationship of Programs of School 
Finance to the Reorganization of Local School Administrative Units" 
(unpublished doctoral thesis , University of Nebraska, Lincoln , 1953) , 
p .  151. 
27Ibid . 
TABLE V 
MISSOURI STATE SUMMARY OF AVERAGE TAX LEVY 
PER HUNDRED DOLLARS VALUATION SINCE 1951 
School Year Ending 
Districts Maintaining 
Three-Director Six-Director 
June · 30 Elementary Elementary 
Schools Schools 
1951 $0 . 9 9 · $1 . 35 
1952 0 . 96 1 . 42 
1953 1 . 04 1 . 56 
1954 1 . 10 1 . 6 3 
1955 1 . 21 1 . 76 
19 56 1 . 3 0 1 . 65 
1957 1 . 41 1 . 6 7 
1958 l . 45 1 . 74 
1959 1 . 61 1 . 86 
1960 1 . 7 2 1 . 97 
1961 1 . 89 2 . 10 
1962 1 . 99 2 . 21 
1963 1 . 9 3 2 . 24 
1964 l . 95 2 . 30 
1965 1 . 9 5 2 . 3 5 





$1 . 93 
2 . 01 
2 . 03 
2 . 12 
2 . 24 
2 . 27 
2 . 25 
2 . 26 
2 . 3 7 
2 . 48 
2 . 6 2 
2 .  71 
2 . 75 
2 . 81 
2 . 87 
2 . 38 
Source : One Hundred Sixteenth Report of � Public Schools of 
the State of Mis souri , School � Ending June �' � (Jefferson City, 
Missouri : State Department of Education , 1966 ) ,  p .  34 . 
involved . Also entering into this problem would be the legal bonding 
limit of the state in which the reorganization was proposed . 
29 
Accord�ng to Summers, the settlement of bonded indebtedness 
against districts included in a new district seems to be considered in 
one of three ways . In some states, the law provides for the bonded debt 
to remain against the property of the former districts . In other states , 
the debt is assumed by the entire new district . In others, the laws 
provide for the solution of the bonded debt �P be a part of the proposed 
28 plan when presented to the voters . The states examined in Table VI 
illustrate these varied solutions for bonded indebtedness when reorgani-
29 zation occurs . 
As can be noted from. Table VI, in the State of Missouri bonded 
debt is assumed by the reorganized district . 
IV . REORGANIZATION AND INCOME 
Income in local schools is derived basically from the local tax , 
primarily property tax, and from the state foundation programs . There 
is a paucity of information in the literature concerning relative income 
by aocoun� , before reorganization as compared with income after reorgani­
zation . 
Campbell stated that the developmental patterns of school finance 
programs in the states included in his study showed that a number of the 
28Arthur L .  Summers, Effective Legislation � School District 
Reorganization (Lincoln, Nebraska: The Great Plains School District 













STATE LAWS FOR BONDED INDEBTEDNESS 
FOR DI STRICT REORGANIZATION 
Provisions for Bonded Indebtedness 
A county plan may include a proposal for the new 
unified district to assume its share of bonded 
indebtedness . A separate two-thirds approval of 
those voting i$ required. 
3 0  
Existing bonded debt . remains the obligation of the 
former districts, except if recommended by the 
committee and approved by maj ority vote, the debt 
is ass�med by the new district . 
The plan of reorganization may provide for division 
of assets and liabilities . If not, the new board 
may make settlement with the former boards . 
Bonded debt remains with the former districts . 
Bonded debt is assumed by the reorganized district . 
Any indebtedness remains with the former districts 
unless a different solution is voted . 
Bonded debt becomes the liability of the new dis­
tricts, except that which former districts incurred 
for current operations . 
Debts to be included as a part of the total plan 
when voted . 
The bon4ed debt remains with the former districts . 
Source : Arthur L .  Summers , Effective Legislation for School Dis­
trict Reorganization (Lincoln, Nebraska: The Great Plains School District 
Organization Project, 1968 ), p .  37 . 
31 
earlier enacted . school finance pr.ograms. gave small districts an economic 
advantage · over larger districts and that there was a noticeable trend 
toward the enactment of statutes des.igned to encour.age reo.rganization . 30 
E_nglehardt stated that equalization funds have been distributed 
to school districts that have little j ustification and as a result have 
d O i i 11 ° " bl 31 ma e reo.rganizat on pract ca y impossi e .  
Reed stated that state aid handled wisely can greatly facilitate 
the establishment of desirable administrative units . 32 
Financial factors that encourage reorganization , according to 
Reed , are : 
1 .  The · program of state support is organized and · administered 
in such a way as to provide for the unificat ion of state 
funds . 
2 .  The program of state support guarantees an adequate founda­
tion program to all districts on the basis of a minimum, 
uniform tax burden . 
3 .  The determination of the foundation program for each school 
district is based on obj ective measures for all phases of 
educational need and conforms to the minimum standa�ds 
demanded by the need for school · district reorganization . 
4 .  The program of state support reimburses · all districts for 
the ne·cessary cost of transporting elementary and high 
school pupils beyond a reasona,ble walking distance . 
5 .  The payment of high school tuition is a responsibility 
of th� nonhigh s·chool district . 
30 Campbell , �. cit . 
31Englehardt and· others , District Organization and Secondary 
Education ,' National Survey of Secondary Education , Bulletin No . 17 
(Washington , D . C . : Government Printing Office , 1933 ) ,  p .  71 . 
3 2calvin H .  Reed , "Financial Factors Related to School District 
Reorganization" (unp�blished doctoral thesis , University of Nebraska , 
Lincoln , 1949 ) ,  p .  256 , 
6 .  The - program of state support included payment for capital 
outlay in the districts which are organized as approved 
units . 
7 .  Local planning for the reorganization of school districts 
includes an equitable disposition of all assets and lia­
bilities of the districts affected , 33 
3 2  
According to Summers ,  very few states have made direc� grants to 
34 encourage the adoption of district reorganization plans . Four of the 
nine states reviewed by Summers provided state aid inducements to 
encourage reorganization . 
California provided an additional $ 20 per pupil annually in state 
foundation money for new unified districts . Missouri ' s  one- time grant 
of $40 , 000 on a matching basis for construction of new buildings served 
. f 3 5 as an encouraging actor . 
Summers further stated that it seems difficult to measure j·ust 
how effective financial incentives have been as a major factor in 
achieving school district reorganization . None of the state laws 
examined using semipermissive legislation have adopted any financial 
penalties ,  that is , deny state monies to districts for not reorganizing . 36 
V .  EXPENDITURES AND REORGANIZATION 
Many studies can be found concerning the size-cost relationship 
in public school operations ; however , little has been done in making 
comparisons in costs before and after reorganization . 
3 3Ibid . 
35Ibid . 
34 Summers , �· cit . , p .  33 .  
36F .  • 88 itzwater , £E_· �. , p .  
33  
Fitzwater stated that re�rganization was not found to be an 
economy · measure in the sense of reducing total school expenditures and 
cutti.ng local tax rates. It has been stated that re�rganization bri.ngs 
about increased services which usually result i� increased expenditures ; 
however , these improvements could not have · been accomplished with effi-
i th h h f i f h l d . . . . 37 · c ency except ro.ug t e ormat on o t e arger a - ministrative units . 
It · is generally conceded that an adequate reo.rganiz�d . unit was 
able to provide at less cost the services provided by the old districts 
it replaced and that , where total school expense had been increased , 
s.ignif icant educational improvement had resulted therefrom. 
Barr made the following statement pertinent to school expendi­
tures : 
Stud�es in every state have shown the high expenditures and 
inadeq1,1ate educational level of the small school. The · General 
Educational Board , the Educational Policies Conunission , . The · 
National Conunission on School District Reorganization , . the 
National Survey of Secondary Education , The White House , Confer­
ence on Education and the Hoover Conunission have all recognized 
the need for school district �eorganization in order to assure 
strengthened local school government , adequate educational 
offe.rings , and . prudence and economy in the financing of school 
districts . 38 
Barr further stated that the amount of money currently wasted by 
school districts of inefficient size is incalculable , but it is undoubt-
39 edlr great . Not only is there a great . waste of money but the number 
of childx'en handicapped by a lack of school services in districts of 
inefficient size is also incalculable and is also great. 
37Ibid . 
39Ibid . 
38  Barr , �. cit . , p . 3 2 5 . 
In Fitzwater ' s  study it was stated that a serious obstacle to 
sound school financing was the inability of small · dist�icts to provide 
a satisfactory level of educational services at a reasonable cost . 40 
34 
Fitzwater further stated that studies made in state after state either 
before or duri.ng the course of their reorganization programs showed that 
small schools were more expensive to operate than those of larger size. 
Barr stated that research in earlier years agreed with recent 
research that small school districts are not conducive to either economy 
or effective education . The · current expenditures, capital outlays, and 
debt service of small districts are all affected by the uneconomical 
conditions which are encountered.41 
In the report, Looking Ahead to Better Education in · Missouri, 
it was stated that the waste which characterized inefficient school dis-
42 tricts should not be permitted . This report further stated that one · 
form of waste results from small-scale purchasing of supplies and goods 
and that it is sometimes desirable to enlarge school . districts even if 
attendance lines remain unch�nged in order to obtain the economies 
associated with large-scale purchasi.ng. 
43 
It . was further stated in the same report that the largest cause · 
of inefficiency and waste in small school districts results from low 
pupil-teacher ratios. 
4oF • i 87 1.tzwater, �· £..!· , P ·  41 Barr , 2E.· cit., 328. 
42Looking Ahead � Better Education in Missouri, p .  37. 
43Ibid . 
CHAPTER III 
PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF FINANCIAL DATA 
I .  ANALYSIS OF ASSESSED VALUATIONS , TAX RATES , 
AND BONDED INDEBTEDNESS 
35 
Assessed valuation . In the State of Mlssouri , there is noth�ng 
inherent in the reorganization process which would affect . the assessed 
valuation of the districts involved . School district property is 
assessed · by county officials who are not necessarily connected with · the 
school organization . 
Sales assessment ratios are shown - in Appendix G .  As can be seen 
by Appendix G ,  data are given only for fiscal year 1963-64 and subsequent 
years . Prior to 1963 this computation was not made by the State Tax 
Division. The sales-assessment ratios are given- by county and not by 
school district. As indicated by Appendix G ,  three counties contained 
both control districts and reorganized districts ; therefore , a comparison 
of sales-assessment ratios between reorganized and . control districts in 
these three - counties would not be meaningful . 
Assessed valuations of reorganized districts and control districts 
are given in Appendix A .  An analysis of these valuations indicating the 
percent of change that occurred from 1961-6� through 1965-66 is shown in 
Table VI I . From Table VII it is noted that a mean increase of 5 . 3 per­




PERCENT or INCREASE OR DECREASE IN ASSESSED VALUATION FOR 
REORGANIZED · AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF 




























100 100 . 0  107 .l  106 . 9  
100 108 , 5  113 . 2  111 . 3  
100 100 . 6  101 . 5  98 . 4  
100 101 . 9  106 . 9  105. 8 
100 105 . 0  108 . 9  106 . 8  
100 10 2 . 7  106 . 6  102 . 6  
100 103 . l  107 . 4  105. 3 
100 101 . 1  102 . 9  104·. O · 
100 107 . 0  108 . 5  107 . 9  
100 99 . 8  103 . 5  102 . 7  
100 96 . 3  95 . 7  102 . 9  
100 103 . 0  104 . 9  104 . 9  
100 98 . 8 101. 8 191 . 6  
100 101 . 0  10 2 . 9  104 . 0  
100 102 . 2  109 . 3  113 . 3  
37 
mean increase of 4 � 0  percent is shown for control districts. The state 
increase in assessed valuation for the $ame period was 13 . 3  percent . 
Four reQrganized districts showed increases above the mean for control 
districts while both reorganized districts �nd control districts showed 
increases · considerably below the state increase of 13.3 percent. 
Assessed valuations per student in average daily attendance is 
. given in Table VI II. While a steady increase in total assessed valuation 
per student in ave�age daily attendance is shown, marked exceptions 
occurred with referen�e to individual districts . Alma-Sante Fe and 
Blackburn showed considerable ch�nge due to the merger of these districts. 
The assessed valuation per · student in average daily attendance for the 
Alma school district decreased from $20 , 686 before reorganization to 
$14, 894 in 1965-66. The figure for Sante Fe school district , which was 
part of the same merger increased from $9,153 in 1961-62  to $14, 894 in 
1965-66 � The Graham, Skidmore, and Maitland merger shows similar changes. 
The perqent of increase or decrease in assessed valuation per 
student in average daily attendance is shown in Table IX . This table 
shows extreme differ�nces in the change in assessed valuation per stu­
dent in ave�age daily attendance for reorganized districts. These dif­
ferences r�nge from a 62. 7 percent increase for Santa Fe to a decrease 
of 38 percent for Maitland school district . These changes can be 
accounted for in part becaus� of the change in ave�age daily attendance . 
Appendix F shows a decrease · in average daily attendance except Green 
Ridge. Arbyrd-Cardwell was the only reorganized district which decreased 
38 
TABLE VIII  
ASSESSED VALUATION PER STUDENT IN  AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR 
REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF 
MISSOURI , 1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
BefQi;,e After 
Reor1anbation Reorsanization 

























































196 2  ... 63 1964-65 1965-66 
$ 5, 227 
5, 059 
5,175 $ 5, 996 $ 6,482 
3 , 473 
4 , 202 
3, 954 4, 336 4, 399 
4, 186 
4,523 




13, 918 15, 650 14, 894 
6, 730 
5, 876 
3 , 111 
5, 258 6, 297 6,116 
15 , 237 
13, 869 
18,405 
15, 757 15, 650 l 7 ·, 165 
4, 045 4 , 080  4, 277 
3 , 459 3, 821 3, 992 
3, 351 3, 695  3,597 
7, 803 8, 228 9,102 
4, 603 4,587 4, 643 
14, 899 18, 054 · 18,576 
39 
TABLE IX 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR PEC;REASE IN ASSES.SED VALUATION PER STUDENT 
IN AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL 
DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 
1961-62 THROUGH 196 5-66 
Before After 
Reot1ianizat.ion 































































1964-65 196 5-66 
102. 2 117. 2 126. 7 
111. 3 131. 9 11+2. 6 
l05. 0 121. 6 131. 5 
114. 9 143. 5 145. 6 
110. 9 114 . 5  116. l 
112. 3 123 . 2  125.0 
101. 7 129. 4 135. 7 
99. 6 117. 3 123.0  
100. 9 124.0 130. l 
107. 2 72 . 9  72.0  
103 , 2 164. 7 162 . 7  
104. 3 91. 2 90. l 
104. 0· 112. 7 111. 3 
108. 3 101. 3 99. 2 
101. 6  108. 8 106. 6 
107 . 2  164 , 2  160. 7 · 
105. 0 125. 7 123. l 
108. 6 111. 6 122. 4  
98 , 3  111 .0  121. 7 
66 , 5  56 . 5  62.0  
93.0 92. 4 101. 4 
103. 4 116. 6 120. 4 
105. 6 : 106. 5 111. 6 
104. 9 115. 8 121 .0  
106. 6 117. 6 114. 5 
84. 9 89. 5  99.0 
104. 9 104. 6 · 105. 8 
99. 9 121.0 124. 5 
101 , l  109. 2 112. 7 
98 . 5  99. 3 99. 4 
in assessed valuation . All control districts showed increases in 
assessed valuation . 
The mean increase in assessed valuation for each student in 
ave�age daily attendance for reorganized districts was 20 . 4  percent. 
40 
The mean increase for control districts was 12 . 7  percent while the state 
showed a decrease of 0.6 percent . 
It might be assumed from Table IX that when a reo_rganization 
occurs the assessed valuation behind each child in average daily attend­
ance regresses toward the mean of the districts involved ,  and there is a 
marked increased or decreased financial burden placed on the districts 
involved when great disparity exists in the assessed valuation per 
student prior to reorganization . 
Tax rates . Local revenue for public schools in the State of 
Missouri is derived primarily from taxes levied against real and personal 
property . Article X ,  Section ll (b) of the Missouri Constitution makes 
the following provisions: 
Any tax imposed upon such property by municipalities , 
counties or school di$tricts for their respective purpoees , 
shall not exceed the following annual rates: 
For municipalities--one dollar on the hundred dollars 
assessed valuation . 
For counties--thirty-five aents on the hundred dollars 
assessed valuation in counties having three hundred million 
dollars , or more, assessed valuation and fifty cents on the 
hundred dollars assessed valuation in all other counties . 
FQr school districts formed of cities and towns--one dollar 
on the hundred dollars assessed valuation, except that in the 
city of St . Louis the annual rate shall not exceed eighty-nine 
cents on the hundred dollars assessed valuation ; 
For all other school districts--sixty-five cents on the 
hundred dollars assessed valuation.! 
41 
The limitations cited above are further qualified by Section ll (c) 
as follows: 
In all municipalities , counties and · school districts the 
rates of taxation as herein limited may be increased for their 
respective purpose f.er not to exceed four years , when the rate 
and purpose of the increase are submitted to a vote and two­
thirds of the qualified electors voting thereon shall vote 
therefor ; provided in school districts the rate of taxation as 
herein limited may be increased for school purposes so that toe 
total levy shall not exceed three times the limit herein speci­
fied and not to exceed one year when the rate , period of levy 
and the purpose of the increase are submitted to a vote and a 
maj ority of the qualified electors voting �hereon shall vote 
therefor ; provided in school districts in cities of seventy­
five thousand inhabitants or over the rate of taxation as here­
in limited may be increased for school purposes so that the 
total le:vy shall not exceed three times the limit herein speci­
fied and not to exceed two years , when the ra�e perioQ of levy 
and the purpose of the increase are submitted to a vote and a 
majority of the qualified electors voting thereon shall vote 
therefor ; provided , that the rates herein f�xed , and the amounts 
by which they may be increase4 ,:.:may be further limited by law ; 
and · provided further , that �ny ..:oounty or other political sub­
divisions when authorized by law and · within the limits fixed by 
law , may levy a rate of taxation on all property subject to its 
taxing powers in excess of the rates herein limited , for 
libr.ary , hospital • public health , recreation grounds and museum 
purposes. 2 
Section ll (e } makes the following exclusion from the limitations 
indicated above : 
TQe foregoing limitations on rates shall not a�ply to taxes 
levied for the purpose of paying any bonded debt . 
1constitution· of the State of Missouri , 1945 (Revised 1960) , 
(Jefferson City , Missouri:"von Hoffman Press , l9sc51-; p. 117. --
2 Ibid . , . p . 118 . 
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Tax rates for reorganized and control districts ar� given in 
Appendix B .  Table X shows the percent change in tax rates for reorgan� 
ized and control districts . 
A total tax rate for districts which later me�Jed is not given . 
The tax rate for each district for l961-62 was used as the base or 100 
percent year and was divided into the tax rate applicable to the property 
of each district for succeeding years through 1965-66 . 
Dur�ng the period covered by this study , considerable change is 
shown for some dist�icts which later merged . The Blackburn district had 
a tax rate of 170 cents for 1961-62 . The second · year after reorganiza­
tion citizens of the former Blackburn district were paying tax at the 
rate of 250 cents , a 47 percent increase . 
Hornersville , prior to reorganization , . was paying tax at the rate 
of 335  cents . Two years following reorganization the tax rate· had 
reduced to 310 cents , a 7 . 5  percent decrease . Other districts showed 
considerable change but less marked than the two districts cited above . 
The greatest change for the same period of time for control 
districts was 17 . 5  percent . Tax rates for all other control districts 
remained fairly stabl� . 
The· mean increase for reorganized districts was 12 . 5  percent . 
The mean ch�nge for control districts was 4 . 0  percent . This can be com­
pared with a mean change for high school' districts of the state of 8 . 8  
percent . 
It . was noted . that when two or more . districts hav�ng separate tax 
rates merge and assume a common tax burden ,  unless there · is an identical 
'+3 
TABLE X 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN TAX RATES FOR REORGANIZED 
AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 

























Mean , state 
1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Before 
Reor!anization 1961-8 · I9i2-S3 
100 103 . 6 
100 100 . 0  
100 105 . 0  
100 96 . 6  
100 100 . 0  
100 100 . 0  
100 100 . 0 
100 100 . 0  
100 117 . 6  
100 114 . 5  
100 108 , 8 
100 100 . 0  
100 10 5 . 3  
100 100 . 0  
100 95 . 4  
100 103 . 1  
100 100 . 0  
100 98 . 3  
100 100 . 0  
100 100 . 0  
100 100 . 0  
100 100 . 0  
100 99 . 8  




112 . 7  112 . 7  
92 . 5 - 92 . 5  
96 . 6  96 . 6  
96 . 6  96 . 6  
106 . 6  10 6 . 6  
106 . 6  106 . 6  
142 . 8  142 . 8  
106 . 3  10 6 . 3  
147 , 0  147 . 0  
110 . 4  115 . 8  
117 , 8  123 . 6  
96 . 4  101 . 1  
115 . 3  118 . 4  
115 . 3  118 . 4  
95 . 4  102 . 3  
110 . 6  112 . 5  
101 . 8  101 . 8  
98 . 3  104 . 8  
100 . 0  100 . 0  
100 . 0  100 . 0  
117 . 5  117 . 5  
100 . 0  100 . 0  
10 2 . 9  104 . 0  
105 . 9  108 . 8  
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levy prior to reo!ganization , there - will be , within the · re�rganizational 
process , an automatic increase or decrease in tax rate for one or more 
of the districts involved . The amount of increase or decrease will 
depend on the d.emands of the new o.rganization and the disparity that 
existed prior to reo.rgaijization . It was further noted that , in cases 
where great - disparity existed in tax rates prior to reorganization , 
considerable shifting of tax burden was made as a result of reorganiza­
tion . 
Bonded indebtedness . As . has been indicated in Chapter I I , bonded 
debt , in some instances , can be a retarding factor in reorganization 
proposals ; however , this question is not pertinent to this study since 
districts already reorganized are central to the $tudy . In the State of 
Missouri , when districts merge , all property held by the individual dis­
tricts merged becomes the property of the reorganized district and the 
new district assumes all obligations of districts relinquishi.ng their 
entity through the merger process . Districts relatively free from. debt 
are sometimes hesitant to me.rge with others which are heavily in debt . 
Appendix C shows the bonded debt of reorganized and control 
districts involved in this study . Appendix C shows that all reorganized 
and control districts ·show decreases in bonded debt after reorganization 
with the exception of Arbyrd . In this instance , the table is somewhat 
mislead�ng in that the increase in debt occ�rred d\ll'ing fiscal year 1963-
64 which was omitted from· the study . This bond issue was made prior to 
the Arbyrd-Cardwell · merger .  
45 · 
Table XI shows the percent of ch�nge that occurred for both 
reorganized and control districts for fiscal years 1961-62  through 1965-
66 . Table XI indicates a decrease in bonded debt for all districts 
except one . As stated above Arbyrd passed a bond issue for $100 ,000 in 
196a-64 . Senath shows an increase in bonded debt in 1962-63 which was 
attributed to a fire loss necessitating the replacement of a building . 
Neither of these issues can be attributed to the reorganization factor . 
In the case of control districts , no bond issues were . indicated . 
In Chapter I I , it . was indicated that more buildi_ng activity occurs 
in districts irmnediately following reorganiz�tion than in other districts . 
In the districts studied in this analysis this was not the case for the 
two years following reorganization • . 
It has been noted during the process of this study that , when 
small high school districts merge , a new school plant or major additions 
to present plants are not inherent to the merger process .  Various 
organizational patterns are implemented for the use of existing facili­
ties . One previous high school plant may be converted to a junior high 
school plant and another becomes the high school of the reorganized 
district . As p�eviously noted , most districts in this study were in a 
period of population decline . This instability of population could be 
a factor retardi_ng ·new buildi_ng programs . A more extended study of 
these districts could reflect bonding activity that did not occur during 
the two years immediately following reorganization . 
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TABLE XI 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN BONDED INDEBTEDNESS FOR 
REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE 





































100 123 . � 
100· 96 . 3  
100 115 .0  
100· 95 . l  
100 94 . 2  
100 94 . 5  
100 93 . 8  
100 95 . l 
100 94 . 7  
100 · 93 . 2  
100 92 . 4  
100 92 . 7  
100 o . o  
100 o . o  
100 50. 0  
100 50. 0  
100 o . o  
100 0 .0  
100 94 . 5  
100 94 . 5  
100 90. 2 
100 92 . 6  
100 8 9 . 2  
100 93 . 3  
100 96 . 0 · 
100 o . o  
100 o . o 
100 61 . 8 




1964-65  1965 .... 66  
104 . 2  94 .0  
83 .0 92 . 8  
117 . 1 110. 5 
70.0 · 61 . 9  
o . o  o . o  
82 . 2 76 .0  
76 . l  72 . 6  
70 . 8  63 . 4  
66 . 7  54 . 9  
79 . 8  73 . l  
88 .0  84 .0  
o . o  o . o  
o . o  o . o  
50 . 9 45 , 9  
117 . 6  124 . 7  
Local Income 
II . ANALYSIS OF INCOME DATA 
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Local income · accounts axie indicated in Table XI showi.ng the 
peroent of increase or decrease that occurred for re�rganized and control 
districts for the two years after reorganization as compared to the two 
years prio:r, to reorganization . 
Current �· This tax included all school - taxes collected on 
property , both personal and real , assessed for tax purposes · in the school 
district . The area subj ect to taxation for reorganized districts was 
the same after reorganization as it was before reorganization· $ince the 
entitiee were me_rged in their entirety . There seems to be nothi_ng in 
Missouri law that would force a change in tax collection procedures due 
to reorganization . Current tax collections for school purposes , accord­
ing to Table XII increased 11 . 7  percent for reorganized districts which 
may be compared with an increaee of 4 . 2  percent for control districts . 
This represents a difference of 7 � 5 percent . The mean tax rate · for the 
fifteen districts which later merged for the year prior to reo.rganization 
was 255 . 33 cents on · the one-hundred dollar assessed · valuation . 
The· second year following reorganization the aver.age rate of the 
six reorganized districts was 278 . 83 cents which would account for part 
of the increase in current tax of ll . 7  percent . Control districts had 
an average rate of 268 . 50 cents the year prior to reorganization and an 
average rate of 278 . 83 cents the second . year after reorganization· which 
was the same aver_age rate as reorg$.nized districts • 
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Delinquent tax . All income collected in the form of taxes · after 
December 31 in the State of Missouri are posted to the delinquent tax 
account . This account could fluctuate substantially due to adverse 
economi'c conditions which does not seem to be the case for the period of 
time covered by this study , The delay in payment of a si_ngle la_rge tax 
account in districts of thi� size for whatever reason would cause this 
item to fluctuate more than usual . Since overdu, taxes paid are the 
only reason· for this account , it is difficult . to see how the me_rger of 
two or mere . . school districts could. affect income recorded here . If it 
is assumed that the same proportion of tax accounts are delinquent each 
year a h_igher tax rate would result in �n increase in delinquent tax 
collect ions., 
As · can be seen from. Table XII the collections in this account 
increased by 3 . 9  percent for- reorganized· districts and 69 . 0  percent for 
control districts . Table XIII shows an increase in per pupil inc9me in 
this account of 16 . 6  percent for reorganized districts and· 79 . 2  percent 
for control districts . 
Intangible �· This tax is collected on intangible property 
held by patrons of the districts involved .  In this study . Table XIV 
shows this item cons�ituted less than one-half of 1 percent of current 
income . 
An increase of . 9 .  0 percent in tl)is account is note_d from Table 
XII ·for reo_rganized, districts and an increase of 79 . 2 percent for 
control districts , 
TABLE XII 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN LOCAL INCOME FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE · STATE OF MISSOURI , 1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66  
Income Reor�anized Districts Control Districts Difference Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Current tax 11 . 7  4 . 2 7 . 5 
Delinquent tax 3 . 9  69 . Q  6 5 . 1  
Intangible tax 9 . 0  7 9 . 2  70 . 2  
Tuition from patrons 37 . 0  115 . 8  15 2. 8 
Transportation from 
patrons Inf .  6 25 . 0  Inf . 
Other local (Gr . 1-12 ) 2 . 0  41 . 4  43 . 4  
Food service 2 . 8 3 . 2  6 .-0 
Student body activity 16 . 2  7 . 3  8 . 9  
Community service 86� . 4  -o- -o- 861 . 4  
All other local 61 . 2  27 . 8  8 9 . 0  
Total 6 . 8  5 . 4  -o- 1 . 4  




PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN LOCAL INCOME PER STUDENT IN AVERAGE DAILY 
ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED - AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE 
OF MISSOURI , 1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Income Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Current tax 25 . 3  10 . 5  
Delinquent tax 16 . 6  79 . 2  
Intangible tax 2 2 . 3  90 . 0  
Tui t·ion from patl'Ons 29 . 3  128 . 8  
Trasnportation from 
patrons -o- -o- 668 . 7  
Other local (Gr . :  1-12 ) 9 . 8  49 . 9  
Food service 9 . 0  9 . 4 
Student body activities -o- 6 . 0 1 . 7  
Community service 978 . 5  -o- -o-
All other local 80 . 8  23 . 4  
Total 19 . 8  11. 8 
State 13 . 2  
Difference 
14 . 8  
62 . 6  
67 . 7  
158 . 1  
668 . 7  
40 . 0  
0 . 4 
4 . 3  
978 . 5  
104 . 2  





LOCAL INCOME OF REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF 
MISSOURI EXPRESSED A$ A PERCENT OF REVENUE INCOME FOR THE 
TWO Y�ARS PRECEDING REORGANIZATION AND THE .. TWO 
YEARS FOLLOWING REORGANIZATION , 
1961-62 THROUGH 196 5-66 
Reorganized Control 
Income Districts Districts 
Before After Before After 
Current tax 31 . 70 32 . 40 26 . 89 ' 25 . 03 
Delinquent tax 1 . 25  L l9 1 . 46 2 . 18 
Intangible tax 0 . 30 0 . 31 0 . 17 o .  27 
Tuition from pat�ons 0 . 05 0 . 0 3 0 . 02 0 . 04 
Transpo�tation from 
patrons -o- 0 . 01 -o- -o-
Other local (Gr. 1-12 ) o � so 0 . 45 0 . 46 0 . 5 8 
Food service 5 . 36 4 , 76 5 . 19 4 . 77 
Student body activities 5 . 39 4 . 15 4 . 50 3 . 7 2 
Community service 0 . 01 0 , 08 -o- -o-
All other local . 0 . 40 0 . 59 0 . 64 0 . 41 
Total 44 . 96 43 . 94 · 39 . 31 37 . 0 5 
State 60 . 84 59 . 86 
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From Table XII I  it  can be seen that income from tax on intangible 
items per pupil in average daily attendance increased 22 . 3  percent for 
reorganized districts and 90 . 0 percent for control districts , a differ­
ence of 67 . 7  percent . From Table . XIV it can be seen that , in the case 
of re�rganized districts . 30 percent of current income consisted of 
. · int�ngible tax receipts before reorganization and . 31 percent after 
. reorganization . c.ontrol districts showed . 17 percent of their income 
from this source before reorganization and . 27 percent after reorganiza­
tion , an increase · of . lO percent . 
Tuition � patrons . Income from this source decreased by 37 
percent for reorganized districts and increased 115 . 8  percent for control 
districts . When bordering districts merge , tuition students who cross 
district lines would appear to decrease in number which might be assumed 
to have caused the decrease in tuition receipts by reorganized districts . 
Table XIV indicates that this so��ce .of revenue accounted for 
. 0 5 percent of revenue income of the fifteen districts prior to merger 
and . 03 ·percent of revenue income for the six re�rganized districts 
after merger . Instead of a decrease , control districts reflected an 
increase from· . 0 2 percent to . 04 percent of revenue income in this 
account . 
Transportation � patrons . This account reflects a negligible 
portion of current income for both . reorganized and · control districts . 
Control districts show only $2 . 40 in this account for the two years 
prior to reorganization and $17 . 40 after reorganization . The income 
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for re�rganized districts from this source increased from none prior to 
reorganization to $500 after reorganization . Table XIV shows that these 
figures had little importance as far as current income was concerned . 
Other local income ( 1-12 ) .  The income - recorded in this account 
accrued from student fees and other income not considered student body 
activities income . From Table XII it can be noted that reorganized dis­
tricts reflected a decrease of 2 . 0  percent after reorganization . The 
data for control districts reflected an incr�ase of 41 . 4  percent . in this 
account . The per pupil . change shown . by Table XIII  was an increase of 
9 . 8  percent .for reorganized districts and an increase of 49 . �  percent 
per pupil in control districts . The proportion of the total current 
income as shown in - Table XIV was . 50 percent before reorganization for 
reorganized districts as opposed to . 45 percent after reorganization . 
Control districts showed an· increase from . 46 percent to . 58 percent of 
current income . 
Food service . Table XII indicates total food service income 
decreased 2 . 8  percent in the case · of reorganized districts and increased 
3 . 2  percent in control districts , a difference of 6 . 0  percent . During 
tbe same period of time reorganized districts decreased 5 . l percent more 
in average daily attendance than the decrease shown by control districts 
which could account for much of the diff,rence . 
Table XI II  shows an · increase per student �n average daily 
attendance income for food service of 9 . 0 percent for reorganized dis­
tricts and an increase of 9 . 4  percent for control districts . 
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Table XIV , p_age 51 , indicates that in the case of reo.rganized 
districts , food service income constituted . 60 percent less of current 
income after reorganization than this source did before re�rganization . 
The reduction in the percent of current inQome represented by this 
account for control districts was . 42 percent . 
Student body activities . Both re9_Z'Janized and control districts 
reflected decreases in receipts from student body activities after 
reorganization . According to Table XII , page 49 , there was a 16 . 2  per­
cent decrease in this income · for reorganized districts and a 7 . 3  percent 
decrease . for control districts . Table XIII , page 50 , shows a 6 . 0  percent 
decrease per student in average daily attendance for reorganized dis­
tricts and · a l .  7 percent decrease per student in aver.age daily attendance 
for control districts . The de�rease in the percent student body activi­
ties income was of revenue income as shown in . Table · XIV , page 51 , was 
1 . 24 percent in reorganized districts compared to a decrease of . 78 per­
cent for control districts . 
Community service . 
local income is concerned . 
Th�s account has very little import as far as 
Control districts showed no income in this 
account for either year included in , the study . �eorganized districts 
showed an income · from this source of $487 before reorganization compared 
to an income of $4 , 681 . 81 after reorganization , an increase of 861 . 4  
perqent . The · proportion of current income after reorganization as shown 
by Table XIV was none for control districts and . 08 percent for 
reorganized districtij . 
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fil other local income. This is a miscellaneou� income account 
and reflects all income that cannot prope�ly be assigned to other local 
income items. From Table XII, page 49, it can be seen that . this account 
showed an increase of 61.2 p,rcent in the case of re�rganized districts 
and a decrease of 27.8 percent . in control districts. The income per 
student in average daily att,ndanoe from this source as can be seen from 
Table Xl II, page 50, increased 80.8 percent . in reorganized districts and 
decreased 23 , 4  pe�cent for control district� . 
Total local income .. It can be seen from Table XII that there was 
little difference between the incre,se that occurred in total local 
income in reorganize.d districts after reorganization had taken place and 
the increase that occurred in the case of control districts. Reorganized 
districts reflected an increase of 6 � 8  percent while control districts 
showed an increase of 5.4 percent, . a difference of l . 4  percent. 
Table XIII  shows that the per pupil increase for reo_rganized 
di�tricts was 19 . 8  percent . as compared to a per pupil increase of 11.8 
percent in control districts, a difference of 8.0 percent. Again, it 
should be pointed out that reorganized di�t�icts decreased in average 
daily attendance 5.1 percent more than did control districts . 
Table XIV, page _ 51, shows that local income constituted 44.96 
percent of current income in the fift�en districts that later merged � 
The same area after me_rger showed local income constituting 43. 94 percent 
of current income , a decrease of 1.02 percent. For the same period, 
control districts showed . a decrease from 39 . 31 percent to 37.0 5 percent 
of current income, a decrease of 2.26 percent . 
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County Income · 
County income in the State of Missouri refers to all income that 
is disbursed · to school dist�icts from county sources. This included 
county school funds, township funds , fines, forfeitures, escheats , state 
assessed utility tax , and any other income that �ight be derived from 
the county. 
Fines, forfeitures, and escheats. This income is derived from 
a11 · p�nalties , forfeitures, and fines which are distributed to school 
districts depending each year .upon the base of the last enumeration of 
pupils in the county. The enumeration is defined to mean all pupils of 
.ages six thro_ugh twenty. 
It is �ifficult to see how reorgani�ation could have · affected the 
amount of money received from this source. From Table XV it can be 
noted that there was· an increase of 62 - 4  perc�nt in �eceipts from this 
source for reorganized districts after reorganization. Control districts 
showed an increase of 12�.3 percent. Receipts per pupil in average 
daily attendance from this source as shown by Table XVI increased 82.2 
percent in reorganized districts and 138.9 percent for control districts. 
The distribution of income reflected by Table XVII shows an 
increase of .23 percent of CUI'rent income for reorganized districts and 
® 
an increase of .28 percent for control districts which is a difference 
of .05 percent. 
State assessed utility .!!!.· This tax is · distributed by the 
county to the various districts according to enumeration. This tax 
TABLE XV 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN COUNTY INCOME FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL 
DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 
1961-6 2  THROUGH 196S-66  
Income Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Fines , forfeitures , 
escheats , etc . 62 . 4  125 . 3  
State assessed utility 
tax· 21 . 9  16 . 2  
Other county income · 84- . l  88 . 8  
Total 21 . 4  21 . 0  
State 26 . 3  
Difference 
6 2 . 9  
5 . 7  
4 .  7 . 




PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN COUNTY INCOME PER STUDENT IN AVERAGE DAILY 
ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF 
MISSOURI, 1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Income Reorianized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease - Increase Decrease 
Fines , forfeitur�s, 
escheats, etc . 8 2 . 2  138 . 9  
State assessed utility 
tax 36 . 8  23 . 2  
Other county income 8 2 . 2  88 . 1  
Total 36 . 2  28 . 3  
State 14 . 8  
Difference 
56 .7  
13 . 6  
5 . 9 
7 . 9  
Ul 
CD 
59 .  
TABLE XVII  
COUNTY . INCOME OF  REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF 
MISSOURI EXPRESSED AS A· PERCENT OF REVENUE INCOME FOR THE 
TWO YEARS P�CEDING REORGANIZATION AND THE 
TWO YEARS FOLLOWING REORGANIZATION � 
1961-62 THROUGH 1965- 66 
Reorganized Control 
Income Districts Districts 
Before After Before After 
Fines, forfeitures, 
escheats, etc. 0 . 47 0 . 70 0 . 27 0 . 5 5 
State assessed utility 
tax 6 . 38 · 7 . 10 · 5 . 8 7 · 6 . 10 
Other county income 0 . 22 0 , 03 0 . 01 -o-
Total 7 . 07 7 . 83 6 . 15 6 . 65  
Stat� 6 . 13 5 . 99 
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bears the ave�age school tax rate of the county . The amount' of this tax 
levied for teachers and incidental purposes is distributed according to 
enumeration . Districts having levies for building and debt service 
receive utility tax accordi.ng to the amount levied. 
Table XV shows that �eceipts from this tax was 2! .9 percent 
greater for reorg�nized districts for the two years after reorganization 
than the amount : received the two years prior to reorganization . Control 
districts received 16 . 2 percent more for the two years after reo.rganiza­
tion . As shown by Table X, page 43 , the average tax rate of reo.rganized 
districts increased more · for this per!od of time ·than did the average 
rate for control districts which could account for part of the difference . 
The · state assessed utility tax per 1 capita increased 36 . 8  percent 
for reo.rganized districts and 23 . 2 percent for control districts, a 
difference of 13 . 6  percent. 
Utility tax as · a percent of total current income as shown by 
Table XVI I increaseo .72 percent for reorganized districts and .23 per­
cent for control districts, a difference of . 49 percent, reorganized 
districts showing the greater increase . 
Other county income . Other county· income as shown by Table XV 
was 84 . l . percent less after reorganization than bef�re with respect to 
reorganized districts . Control districts showed a decrease of 88. 8  
percent. 
The receipt per student in average daily attendance in this 
account as shown by Table XVI decreased 82 ,2  percent in reorganized dis­
tricts and · decreased 88 . l  percent in control districts . 
Table XVII, �age 59, indicates that after reorganization, other 
county income · was .19 percent less of current income where reo.rganized 
districts are concerned and .Ol percent less in control districts. 
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There seems to be no factor in this account that would necessarily 
change due , to school district; me.rgers. 
Total county income. As can be noted from Table XV, · P.age 57,  county 
income for re�rganized districts increased 21.4 percent. The increase 
was 21 , 0  percent for control districts. Table XVI, page 58 , shows a per 
capita increase of 36.2 percent for reorganized districts and · 28. 3 per­
cent for control districts. Table XVII shows an increase from 7.07 to 
7.83  percent of current income for reorganized districts while the local 
income for control dist�icts increased from 6 . 15 to 6.6 5, a ch�nge of 
only . 26 percent, reorganized districts showing the greatest increase. 
State Income 
State income in the State of Missouri is derived from the 
following sources: 
A. Equalization, teacher preparation , and additional amount. 
B. Transportation aid . 
C .  Exceptional pupil and/or orphan aid. 
D. Building aid. 
E. Fore.ign insurance ( textbook ) • 
Equalization, teacher preparation, � additional amount. These 
items ar� grouped together in one amount in the FD/5 report to the State 
Department of Education. State equalization aid was guaranteed to 
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assist · a school district to have $137 . 25  per pupil in ave�age daily 
attendance . This aid · was arrived at by multiplying the average · daily 
attendance in grades one through twelve by $137 . 25, then subtracting the 
sum of the revenue derived f�om a lO•mill tax on the last assessed valu­
ation, the amount received the previous year from county and township 
funds, and the amount received from state asses�ed utilities and revenue 
for school purposes for intangible tax. A di�trict would not participate 
in the state aid if deductions exceeded the guarantee . 
A school district may qualify for a second - level equalization not 
to exceed $13 per pupil in average daily attendance if requirements of 
the first level are met and . the district levies a property tax which 
produces an amount not less than the product of 27 . 5  mills on property 
of the district assessed at 30 percent of true value as certified by 
the State Tax Commission each year . This law was enacted in 1963 ; 
therefore , this induceme�t was not in effect during the first years 
included in this study. Sales assessment ratios are shown in Appendix G 
for the years covered by this study during which time this enactment was 
effective. 
An additional amount or flatgrant was made at the rate of $122. 25 
per pupil in average daily attendance or $3, 667 . 50 per full-time teacher 
whichever was smaller. 
State school monies . for teacher prepar$tion were based on semester 
hours earned at an accredited college or university. An amount of $492 
was provided for each teacher with 150 or more hours credit. An amount . 
of $320 was provided for each teacher with 120 to 149 semester hours of 
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credit and none was allowed for teachers with less than 120 hours credit. 
A "teacher'' was interpreted to include classroom teachers , supervisors , 
principals , and superintendents reg�iarly employed . more than half time 
who were properly certified. 
It can be no�ed from T�ble XVIII  that reo_rganized districts 
received 7. 8 percent leas from the above sources after reorganization 
than they did prior to reorganization. Control districts received 3. 2 
percent less. The difference was 4. 6 percent. There was a difference 
of 5 . 1  percent in decreased enrollment , reorganized districts havi_ng 
lost more students than control districts. 
Table XIX shows that reorganized districts received 3. 4 percent 
more per pupil in average daily attendance while control districts 
received 2 , 6  percent more per student , a difference of . 8  percent. 
After reorganization , this line item accounted for 5. 95 percent 
less of current revenue than did the same account before reorganization 
with reference to reo_rganized districts. Control districts showed a 
decreas� in this account of 5. 84 percent of current revenue. 
Transportation �· State transportation aid was allocated to 
the school districts for resident and nonresident high school students 
and resident elementary students transported one-half mile or more over 
approved bus routes. There was a sparcity factor in making the alloca­
tion as follows : 
TABLE XVIII 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN S7ATE INCOME FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL 
DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 
Income 




Exceptional pupil and/ 





. 1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Reorganized Districts 
Increase Decrease 
7 . 8  









31 . 6  
143 . 9  
100. 0 
5 . 6 
2 . 3  
Difference 
4 . 6  
l . 7 
85 . 0  
1300 . 0  
1 . 2  




PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN STATE INCOME PER STUDENT IN AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE 






Exceptional pupil and/ 
or orphan aid 




1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Reorganized Districts 
Increase Decrease 
3 . 4  
49 . 5  
78 .2  
135 8 . 4  
17 . 1  
11.6 
10 . 5  
Control Distric;a.-
- .In�e Decrease 
2 .6 
39 . 5  
158 . �  
12 . 0  
8. 5 .  
100 
Difference 
4 . 6  
10 . 0  
80 . 4  
1358. 4 
5.1 




Fer mile traveled 
0 to 2.9 
3.0 to 3.9 
4.0 · or more 
Allowance per 
puFil per month 
$6.00 
3 . 85 
3.25 
A further stipulation was made that . state aid shall not exceed actual 
transportation costs. 
Table XVIII soows that transportation aid · increased 33 . 3  percent 
for reorganized districts and 31.6 percent for control districts, a 
difference of 1.7 �ercent. 
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From Table XIX it can be seen that the increase · per student . in 
ave�age daily attendance for reorganized districts was 49 . 5  percent and 
the increase for control districts was 3 9.5 percent, an increase of 
10 . 0  percent. 
From the above data , it might be assumed that bus routes are 
somewhat le_ngthened or additional routes added because of reo.rganization 
in the case of reo_rganized dbtricts. 
In the case . of reorganized districts, transportation income 
constituted 4 . 99 ·percent of current income prior to reorganization 
according to Table XX . After reorganization this item constituted 6 . 07 
percent of revenue income. Concerning control districts, this item 
showeq an increase from 5.7 percept prior to reorganization to 6.76 
percent subsequent to reorganization. 
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TABLE XX 
STATE INCOME OF REORGANIZED A�D CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF 
MISSOURI EXPRESSED AS A PERCENT OF REVENUE INCOME FOR THE 
TWO YEARS PRECEDING REORGANIZATION AND THE 
TWO YEARS FOLLOWING REORGANIZATION , 
1961-6 2 THROUGH . �965-66 
Reorganized · Control 
lncome Diatriqts Districts 
lelore After Bei!ore After 
Equalization , teacher 
preparation 37 . 26 3l . 31 42 . 97 · 37 . 13 
Transportation 4 . 99 6 . 07 5 . 70 6 . 76 
Exceptional pupil aid . 0 . 94 1 . 36 0 . 8 3 1 . 81 
Building aid 0 . 04 0 . 4 2 · 0 . 54 · -o-
Foreign insurance 1 . 77 1 . 68 · 2 . 01 1 . 90 
Total 45 . 00 40 . 90 52 . 05 47 . 60 · 
State 30 . 4 5 29 . 0l 
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Exceptional pupil aid . The · State of Missouri makes exceptional 
pupil aid for handicapped children . To qualify for handicapped children 
aid , a district mus� meet certain standards - of class size . State aid 
amounted to $2 , 800  per class and $350  per pupil - for homebound instruc­
tion . When the size of the mentally retarded class exceeded 16 pupils , 
$17 5  was added for each additional pupil not to exceed 20 pupils per 
class which could total $3 , 500  per class . Special aid may be granted 
for orphans not to e�ceed $2 . 7 5 per pupil per month in regular attend-
ance . 
Accor�ing to Table XVIII , page 64 , there was an increase of 58 . 9  
percent in income from the above source for reorganized districts . Con­
trol districts showed an increase from this source of 143 . 9  percent . 
The increase in per pupil income from this source as seen by 
Table XIX , p_age 6 5 , was 7 8 . 2 percent for reorganized districts and 158 . 6 
percent for control dietricts . 
The percent of current revenue from this aid · increased from . 94 
percent to 1 . 36 percent for reorganized districts and from . 83 percent 
to 1 . 81 percent for control districts . 
Foreign insurance .  'l'his fund is derived from a percent.age of a 
Missouri State foreign insurance tax and is allocated according to enum­
eration on a stat�-wide basis . This money by law was earmarked for use 
in the purchase of textbooks and instructional materials . 
As can be seen from Table XVIII , page 64 , there was an increase 
of 4 , 4 percent from this source after reo�ganization in the case of 
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reorganized districts and an increase of 5 . 6  pe�cent in control districts. 
The percent capita increase was 17 . 1  percent for reo.rganized districts 
and 12. 0 percent for control districts. 
Building aid. State income for build�ng aid · may be allocated 
under different laws. The initial law provided $1,000 for each elementary 
building abandoned. 
Another enactment entitled a twelve-year high school district to 
receive one�fourth of the cost of a high school building not to exceed 
$2 , ooo to assist in construction of a new buildi.ng. 
Under the school district reorganization law of 1948 school 
districts may receive aid amounting to $100 per pupil enrolled in the 
newly re�rganized district at the time of construction of a building not 
to exceed $50,000, and this aid is disbursed on a matching basis. 
Buildi_ng aid for reo_rganized districts amounted to $2  ,ooo prior 
to reorganization and $26,000 after reorganization, an increase of 1200 
percent. 
Control districts received from this source $14,219. 28 prior to 
reorganization and none after reorganization. 
Total state aid . Total state aid ·amounted to 45 percent of 
current income prior to merger for the districts which later reorganized. 
After me_rger this figure was 40. 90 percent. Control districts decreased 
during th� same period from 52. 05 to 47. 60 percent, a decrease of 4 . 45 
percent as compared to a decrease of 4 . 10 percent for reo_rganized dis­
tricts. Since state aid is Qlo$ely tied to the decrease in average 
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daily attendance the decreases indicated above can partially be explained 
by the data shown in Appendix F .  
Federal Income 
. Table XXI shows the amount of income received from federal sources 
by year for reorganized districts , and Table XXI I  inc;Ucates compax,able 
information for control districts . Some federal income accounts did not 
exist prior to re�rganization , and other accounts , such as Public Law 
815 and · Public Law 874 , do not lend themselves well to comparison since 
a district must be in a federally impacted area in order to receive such 
funds . The accounts her� that are common to most districts are : 
National Defense Education Act , vocational aid , and school lunch . 
Economic Opportunity Act money ·was received by control districts 
in 1965 amounti_ng to $753 . 35 and in 196 5-66 amounti_ng to $2 ,908 . 36 .  
These funds amounted to an average of $1 . 17 per student in reorganized 
districts in 1965-66 . The same yea� control districts received an aver­
age of $1 . 05 per student in Economic Opportunity Act funds . Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act �eceipts in 1965-66 amounted to $45 . 11 per 
student in reo_�ganized districts and $70 . 16 per student in control 
districts . 
Control districts received Public Law 815 funds amounti_ng to 
$1 , 710 in 1962-6� · and Public Law 874 funds ,in 1965-66 amounti_ng to $549 . 
Reorganized districts received $3 , 862 . �6 of Public Law 815 funds prior 
to reorganization and $632 after reorganization . Public Law 874 funds 
were received by reorganized . district$ only in 196 5-66 , and these 
TABLE XXI 
FEDERAL INCOME RECEIVED BY FIFTEEN DISTRICTS PRIOR TO 
REORGANIZATION AND SIX DISTRICTS . FOLLOWING 
REORGANIZATION . ��- lHE STATE OF MISSOURI , 
1961-6 2 TliROUGH 1965- 66 . .  
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Account After ReorsanizatiQn 
1�6�-66 64-
EOA -o- -o ... -o- $ 6 , 066 . 00 
ESEA -o- -o- -o- 233 , 7 29 � 10 
Public Law 815 $ 1 , 516 . 16 $ 2 , 346 . 00 $ 632 . 00 -o-
Public Law 874 -o- -o- -o- 11 ,155 . 00 · 
NDEA 14 , 237 . 6 3 10 , 029 . 7 3 14 , 776 . 60 7 , 66 8 . 50 
Vocational aid 18 , 184 . 25 18 ,086 . 64 14 , 244 . 00 · 24 , 696 . 10 
School lunch 42 , 510 . 0 8 · 43 , 99 2 . 77 35 , 5 20 . 87 28 , 419 . 8 5 
School milk -o- -o- -o- 4 , 803 . 22 
Other income 4 , 5 38 . 7 6 9 , 666 . 00 3 , 827 . 00 68 , 844 . 56 
Total $SO ·, 9 86 . 8 8  $84 , 121 . 14 $69 , 000 . 47 $38 5 � 3 82 . 3 3 
TABLE XXII 
FEDERAL INCOME RECEIV�D BY SIX CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MIS SOURI , 
l96l-6 2 THROUGH 1965-66 
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Income Before Reorsanization After Reoraanization 
1961- 62 1962-63 1964-65 1965-66 
EOA -o- -o .... $ 753 .35 $ 2 , 908 .36 
ESEA -o- -o- -o- 194 , 248 . 49 
Public Law 815 -o- $ 1 , 710 .00 -o- -o-
Public Law 874 -o- .... o- 549 . 00 -o-
NDEA $ 3 , 479 . 88 4 , 195 . 21 8 , 910 . 53 · 3 , 798 .04 
Vocational aid 12 , 286 . 75 11 , 268 . 90 7 ,371 . 00 11 ,389·. o o 
School lunch 17 ,040 .96 16 ,433 , 8 8 · 15 , 270 . 18 12 ,306 .32  
School· milk -o- 442 . 56 -o- 2 , 781 . 84 
Other income -o .. . 442·. 56 -0'- 2 , 781 . 84 
Total $32 ,8 07 . 5 9 $35 , 200 . 5 9 $3 2 , 854 . 06 . $227 ,612 . 05 
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receipts amounted to $11 , 155 . Since receipts from these funds were so 
inconsistent , a before and after comparison hardly seems feasible . 
These funds were received because of students who were federally con­
nected , and it does not , seem prudent to consider these amounts varyi.ng 
because of reorganization . 
National Defense Education Act funds were received . for all years 
included in the study for both reorganized and control districts . From 
Table XXIII , it . can be seen that an increase of 57 . 6  percent from this 
source was · realized by reorganized districts and an increase of 6 5 . 6  
percent by control districts . The per capita �ncrease per student in 
average daily attell,dance as shown ];:>y Table XXIV was 76 . 8  percent for 
reorganized districts and 75 . 6  p�rcent for control districts . 
Vocational aid . Revenue from this source increased in reo.rganized 
districts by 7 . 4  percent while decreasing 26 . 4  percent in control dis­
tricts ; according to Tabl, XXV , reven�e from this source constituted 
. 89 percent of total revenue receipts before reorganization and . 63 per­
cent after reorganization for control districts . In reorganized dis­
tricts vocational aid constit�ted . 64 percent of revenue receipts before , 
and . 6 2 after reorganization . 
School lunch . Receipts from the federal government for school 
lunches showed a decrease of 26 . l  percent for reorganized districts and · 
a decrease of 17 . 6  percent for control districts . The per student in 
aver_age daily attendance figures indicated a 17 • l percent decrease for 
reorganized .districts and 12 . 6  percent decreaije for control districts . 




Public Law 815 









PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN FEDERAL INCOME · FOR REORGANIZED 
AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 
1961-62  THROUGH 196 5-66 
Reorsanized Districts Control Districts 
Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Inf . Inf . 
Inf . Inf . 
83 . 6  100 . 0  
Inf . Inf . 
57 . 6  6 5 . 6  
7 . 4  26 . 4 
26 . 1  17 . 6  
Inf . 528 . 6  
411.. 6 84 . 4  
17 5 . 2 283 . 0  




16 . 4  
Inf . 
8 . 0  
33 . 8  
8 . 5  
Inf . 
496 . 0  
107 . 8  
......;J 
. +  
TABLE XXIV 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN FEDERAL INCOME PER STUDENT IN AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE 
FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI, 
1961-62  THROUGH 1965-66 
Income Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Difference Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
EOA Inf . Inf . Inf . 
ESEA Inf . Inf . Inf . 
Public Law 815 81 . 6  100 . 0  18 . 4  
Public Law 874 Inf . Inf . Inf . 
NDEA 76 . 8  7 5 . 6  1 . 2 
Vocational aid 20 . 5  15 . 6  36 . l  
School lunch 17 . 1  12 . 6  4 . 5  
School milk Inf . 566 . 5  Inf . 
Other income 473 . 9  83 . 5  557 . 4  
Total 208 . 7  306 . 1  97 . 4  





FEDERAL INCOME OF REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF 
MISSOURI EXPRESSED AS A PERCENT OF REVENUE INCOME FOR THE 
TWO Y�ARS PRECEDING REORGANIZATION AND THE 
TWO YEARS FOLLOWING REORGANIZATION , 
1961-62  THROUGtt 1965-66 
Reorganized Control 
Income Districts Di§:tticts 
Before After Before After 
EOA -0• 0 . 10 -o- 0 . 12 
ESEA -o- 3 . 75 -o- 6 . 56 
Public Law 815 0 . 07 0 . 01 0 . 06 -o-
Public Law 874 ... o. 0 . 18 -o- 0 . 0 2 
NDEA 0 . 43 0 . 36 0 , 29 0 . 42 
Vocational aid 0 . 64 0 . 62 0 . 89 0 . 63  
School' lunch .• 1 . 5 2 l . 0 3 l . 26 0 . 9 3 
School milk -o- 0 . 08 0 . 0 2 0 . 09 
Other income 0 . 2 5 1 . 17 0 . 04 0 . 01 
Total 2 . 90 7 . 30 2 . 57 8 . 79 
State 2 . 5 5 4 , 8 5 
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reorganized dist�icts prior to reorganization and 1.03 percent after 
reorganization . In the case of control districts this source represented 
1 . 26 percent of revenue income before and . 93 percent . after reorganiza­
tion . 
School milk . Th�s source of revenue was indicated only for fiscal 
year 1965-66 for reorganized districts and for fiscal years 1962-63  and 
1965-66 for control districts which in the case of control districts was 
an increase after reorganization of 528 . 6  percent. 
Other income . Other income . increased by 411 � 6  percent for 
reorganized districts and decreased 84 . 4  percent for control districts . 
Total federal income . Tot�l income from federal sources increased 
175 . 2  percent for reorganized districts and increas�d 283.0 percent for 
control districts. The per student in average daily attendance �igures 
as shown in Table XXIV reflects an increase of 208 . 7  percent for reorgan­
ized districts and an increase of 306 . l  percent for control districts . 
Total revenue income . It can be �een from Table XXVI that 
revenue inco.mo increased 9 . 5  percent in reorganized districts and · ll . 9 
percent in control districts which is a difference of 2 . 4  percent . 
St�te revenue increased 26.5 percent during the same period . Table 
XXVII shows revenue income per student increased 22 . 8  percent in the 
case of reorganized districts and 18 . 7  percent for control districts . 
The difference in this case was 4 . l  percent . 
Income 
TABLE XXVI 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN TOTAL REVENUE INCOME FOR REORGANIZED 
AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN �HE STATE OF MISSOURI , 





Total revenue 9. 5 
26 . 5  
ll . 9  
State 
Difference 




PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN TOTAL REVENUE INCOME PER STUDENT IN AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE 




1961-62  THROUGH 196 5-66 
Reorganized Districts 
I� Decrease 
22 . 8  
15 . 0  
Control Districts 
Increase Decrease Difference 





Under this heading, receipts from sale of bonds, property sales, 
and insurance proc�eds are included . If reorganization of school dis­
tricts necessitates additional building the nonrevenue receipts for bond 
sales would be inGreased, but in the case of the districts included in 
this study, there was little bonding for the two years follow�ng reorgani­
zation . There was a bond issue of $100, 000 in 1965�66 . Control dis­
tri�ts showed no income from bonding after reorganization . 
Table XXVIII  shows decreases of 76 . 6  percent in rev.�nue from bonds 
after re�rganization for reorganized districts . Property sales increased 
152.1 percent for re�rganized districts and decreased 99 . 4  percent for 
control districts . 
Insurance proceeds decreased in bqth cases ; 97 , 9  percent in 
reorganized districts and 71 . 9  pevcent in control districts . 
Total qonrevenue receipts decreased 83 . 6  percent in the case of 
reorganized districts and 99 .. 8 percent in control districts . 
Table XXIX indicates that nonrevenue receipts per student in 
average daily attendance decreased - 99 . 8  percent in control districts and 
81. 6 percent in reorganized districts , a difference of 18 . 2  percent . 
Receipts from Other Districts 
Tuition . As districts merge, it might be assumed that the number 
of tuition students would become fewer in number ; consequently ,  this 
receipt item would become less · important .  Table XXX shows a decrease of 
24 . 7  percent from this source in reorganized districts and an increase 
of 229 . 7  percent for control districts . 
Income 
Sale of bonds 
Property sales 
TABLE XXVIII 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN NONREVENUE INCOME FOR REORGANIZED 
AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 
1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Reorsanized Districts Control Districts 
Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
76. 6 100 . 0  
152. 1 99 . 4,  
Insurance proceeds 97. 9 71. 9 
Total 8 3. 6  99. 8 
State 2. 5 
Difference 
23 . l.f.  
251. 5 





PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN NONREVENUE INCOME PER STUDENT IN AVERAGE DAILY 
ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI ,  
1961-6 2  THROUGH 1965-66 · 
Income Reorganized Districts Increase Decrease 
Control Districts Difference Increase Decrease 





182 . 8  
73 . 8  
97 . 5  
81 . 6  
6 . 8  
100 . 0  25 . 2  
99 . 4  282 . 2  
70 . 2  27 . 3  




PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN RECEIPTS FROM OTHER DISTRICTS FOR REORGANIZED 
AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 
19 61-6 2  THROUGH 1965-6 6  
Income Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Difference Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Tuition 24 . 7  229 . 7  254 . 4  
Transportation 9 � 4 7 6 . 8  '6� . 4  
Total 23 . 5  211. 6 188 . 1 




Transportation recelpts under this head�ng decreased 9 . 4 percent 
for reorganized districts and 76 . 8  percent for control districts while 
total income from this source reduced 23 . 5  percent in the case of reor­
ganized districts and incre�sed 211 , 6  percent .for control districts . 
From Table XXXI it can be seen that receipts from other districts 
increased 230 . 4  percent in control districts while decreasing 14 . 2  per­
cent in reorganized districts . The change is mainly accounted for by 
the change in tuition receipts . There was a state-wide decrease in this 
account of 20 . 4  percent . 
Gross Receipts 
As can be seen from Table XXXII ,  gross revenue receipts decreased 
during the period studied by 0 . 7  percent for �eorganized districts . 
Gross r�venue increased by 0 . 7 · percent in control districts , a difference 
of 1 . 4  percent . Gross revenue per student ln average daily attendance 
increased 11 . 4  percent in reorganized districts and increased 6 . 8  percent 
for control districts , a difference of 4 . 5  percent . 
III . ANALYSIS OF EXPENSE DATA 
Administrative Expense 
When . two or· more districts merge , there are some obvious changes 
in administration which would indicate changes in expenditure patterns . 
The more obvious · changes can be .isolated through analyz�ng the account 
titles shown in Missouri . State Department Form FD/5 in Appendix I .  
TABLE XXXI 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN RECEIPTS FROM OTHER DISTRICTS PER STUDENT 
IN AVERAGE DAILY . ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 1961-6 2  THROUGH 1965-66 
Income Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease .Increase Decrease 
Tuition 15 . 5  249 . 6  
Transportation 1 . 6  7 5 . 4  
1'otal 14 . 2  230 . 4  
State 20 . 4  
Difference 
265 . 1  
7 7 . 0  






TABLE XXXI I 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN GROSS RECEIPTS FOR REORGANIZED 
AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI, 
1961-62  THROUGH 1965-66  
Reorsanized Districts Control Districts 
Increase Decrease Increase De-crease 
0 . 7 0 . 7  
23 . 4  
Tqtal receipts per ADA 11 . 4  6 . 8  
· State 12 . 2  
Difference 
1 . 4  




After re�rganization there would be only one sec�etary of the 
board, one treasurer of the board, one superintendent, one school elec­
tion, one census, and one central office audit . Other salaries, sup­
plies, and · other expense would be adjusted to meet the demands of the 
new administrative �rganization . 
As can be noted from Appendix D, some of the accounts listed, 
such as salaries, secretary of the board ; and $alaries , treasurer of the 
board are of little con�equence in dietricts having small enrollments. 
As indicated in Chapter I of this study, in making comparions 
among the expenditure accounts of reorganized and control districts and 
with state-wide data, the following procedures were followed: expense 
data for the fifteen districts which later reorganized were summed for 
the two years prior to reorganization ; for example, the expense for 
administration for all fifteen districts that later merged was totaled 
by year , and the totals for the two years were added t�gether to arrive 
at one figure whicp represented the tot�l expenditure for the two years 
studied prior to reorganization. 
The expense in each account of the six reorganized districts was 
summed for �ach year after reorganization, and these sums were totaled 
to arrive at a single figure for each expense account for the two years 
following re�rganization . The sum obtained for the two years prior to 
reorganization was then divided into the sum, obtained for the years sub­
sequent to reorganization . The quoti,nt thus obtained reflected the 
percent increase or decrease in the expense account after reorganization 
had occurred . The · same procedure was followed throughout the analysis 
of all expense items in the study. 
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With respect to control districts , the same precedure was followed 
as indicated above . The expense item for the six control districts for 
the two years prior to reorganizatipn was summed , and the expense for 
the same line item for the six districts for the two years following 
reorganization was summed. A percent change was then determined by 
dividing the sum obtained for the two years prior to reorganization into 
the sum obtained for the two years after reorganization. 
By sununi_ng all districts , it was felt that the extremes shown by 
one or more districts �ecause of unu�ual expenditures would be somewhat 
reduceq � By merging the . two years before reorganization and the two 
years subsequent . to reorganization , it was thought that extremes that 
might be reflected beca�se , of conditions ju�t prior to or subsequent to 
the re�rganizational process would - be partially negated . 
Appendixes D and E show the basic expense d�ta for reorganized 
districts and control districts for the period covered by . this study. 
Appendix H shows state expense data . It should be noted that state-� data 
were not broken down as minutely as were district data since the State 
Department . of Education did not tabulate statewide data by individual 
account · but rather by maj or divisio�s of expense . 
As can be noted from Taple XXXIII , reorganized districts reflected 
a decrease in total administrative expense of 7 . 3  percent , as compared 
to an increase of 12. 5 percent for control districts . State-wide tot�ls 
showed. an increase of 24. 7 percent for the same period of time � 
By analyzing the data shown by Table XXXIII , it can be noted that 
four accounts reflected decrease, for both reorganized and control 
TABLE XXXIII 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN ADMiNISTRATIVE EXPENSE FOR REORGANIZED 
AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 
1961- 62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Salaries , secretary of 
board 6 7 . 8  56 . 9  
Salaries , treasurer of 
board 71 . 3  30 . 0  
Salaries , superintendent 17 . 5  8 .-0  
Salaries , other 9 . 4 45 . 4  
School election and census 75 . 3  73 . 3  
Audit 15 . 6  4 . 0  
Supplies 7 . 0  0 . 9  
Other expense 9 . 3  5 . 7  
ESEA , Title I Inf. Inf . 
ESEA , Title I I I  Inf. Inf. 
Total 7 . 3  12 . 5  
State 24 . 7  
Difference 
l0 . 9  
41 . 3  
25 . 5  
3 6 . 0  
2 . 0  
11 . 6  
6 . 1 
15 . 0  
Inf .  
Inf . 




districts . These accounts are ; salaries , secretary of board ; salaries ,  
treasurer of board ; audit ; and . ,upplies . In each · of these four accounts 
the decrease reflected for reorganized districts was more than that 
shown for control districts . 
The accounts showi_ng increases fol:' both reorganized and control 
districts were ; school election and census ; and "salaries , other . "  In 
the case of salaries , other , control districts showed a highe� percent .. 
of increase ;  45 . 4  as com�ared to 9 . 4  for reorganized . districts , School 
election and census showed a higher pe:t:'cent of increase for reo.rganized 
districts than for control districts .  
Those accounts which reflected an opposite trend , i . e . , one 
classification of district showed increases while the other showed 
decreases , were salaries of $Uperintendtnt and other expense . In the 
case of Superintendent ' s  Salaries , reorganized districts showed a 
decrease of 17 . 5  percent as compared to an increase for control districts 
of 8 . 0  percent which is a difference of 25 . 5  percent . 
Table XXXIV shows the change that occurred in administ�ative 
salary expense when reduced to per capita , average daily attendance , 
figures . Since there was a considerable decrease in enrollment in the 
districts studied , it was deemed necessary to reduce all figures to 
costs per student in aver_age daily attendance due to the difference in 
the percent of decrease in average daily attendance in the two classifi­
cations of districts . 
Fpom Table XXXIV , it can be seen that total administrative 
expense per student in average daily attendance increased 4 . 0  percent 
TABLE XXXIV 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSE PER STUDENT 
··nt AVERAGE DAILY . ATTENDANCE FOR . REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , . 1961-62. THROUGW 1965-66 
Expenditure 
Salaries , secretary of 
board 
Salaries , treasurer 0£ 
board 
Salaries , superintendent 
Salaries , other 




ESEA , Tit!� I 




Reorsanized Districts Control Districts 
Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
63 . 9  54 . 3  
67 . 8  25 . 8  
7 . 5  14 . 5  
22 . 7  54 . 2  
96 . 6  83 . 8  
5 . 3  L. 8 
4 . 4  5 . 1  
2 2 . 6  5 . 7  
Inf . Inf . 
-o- -o- -o- -o-
4 . 0  19 . 3  
13 . 4  
Difference 
9 . 6  
42 . 0  
22 . 0  
31 . 5  
12 . 8  
7 . 1  
0 . 7 
28 . 3  
Inf . 
-o-
15 . 3  
lD 
..... 
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for reorganized districts and 19. 3 percent for control districts, a 
difference . of 15.3 percent as compared to a gross difference of 19.8 as 
shown in Table XXI II , page 89 . As can be seen by comparing data shown 
in Table XXXIV with that shown in Table XXXIII, ch�nges in trends are 
reflected when reduced to a cost per student in ave�age daily attendance. 
The percent of increase or decrease is not as extreme as shown by Table 
XXXI II . Audit exp�pse per student in average daily attendance showed an 
increase of l. B percent for control districts while the gross audit 
expense showed a decrease of 4. 0 percent. Supplies expense per student . 
in average daily attendance showed increases for both reorganized and 
control districts while the gross fig�res in · Table XXXIII showed decreases 
in both· cases . The· state increase in administrative expense per student 
in average daily attendance was 13 . 4  percent . 
The accounts for Elementary and Secondary Education Act Titles I 
and III  showed no figures prior to reorganization since these programs 
did not go into effect until fiscal year 1965-66. These funds could not 
be used to supplant local effort ; consequently, it may be assumed - that 
the addition of these funds did not affect the trends as · shown in other 
accounts. It was noted that reorganized districts spent more Title I 
funds per �tudent in average daily attendance, - 83 5  cent, than did con­
trol districts, which spent .265 cent per student - in average daily 
attendance . 
Table XXXV · shows the extent of redistribution of current expense 
that occurred after reorganizat!on. This figure was obtained by divid­
ing total current expense into the total amount of each ' line item. From 
TABLE XXXV 
ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN 
THE STATE OF MISSOURI EXPRESSED AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL 
CURRENT EXPENSE FOR THE TWO YEARS PRECEDING 
REORGANIZATION AND THE TWO YEARS FOLLOWING 
REORGANIZATION , 19 61-62  THROUGH 1965-66 
Reorganized · control 
Expend.i.tul;'e Dist:ricts Districts 
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Before After Before After 
Salaries , secretary of 
board· 0 . 09 0 . 03 0 . 13 0 . 05 · 
Salaries , treasurer of 
boa�d 0 . 07 0 . 0 2 0 . 0 3 0 . 0 3  
Salaries ,  superintendept 2 , 9 9 2 . 24 3 . 37 · 3 . 15 
Salaries , other l . 32 l , 31 L OO l . 26 
School ' election and· census 0 . 06 0 . 09 0 . 04 0 . 06 
Audit 0 . 22 0 . 17 0 . 20 0 . 16 
Supplies 0 . 22 0 , 18 0 . 17 0 . 15 
Other expense 0 . 35 0 . 34 0 . 47 0 . 38 
ESEA , Title I -o� 0 . 09 · -o- o ·. o3 . 
ESEA , Title III  -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total 5·, 33 4 . 47 5 . 42 5 . 28 
State 3 . 80 3 . 70 
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Table XXXV · it can be noted that the percent of cur�ent expense devoted 
to administration was decreased in the case of both ' reorganized and 
control districts . Reorganized districts showed an . 86 percent decrease 
while cont�ol districts reflected a decrease of . 14 percent . This . 
indicates that less of the current budget was allocated to administrative 
expense PY both classifications of districts . Reorganized districts 
consumed a smaller percent of their budget . for this item than did con­
trol districts � The maj or change occurred in salaries of superintendents 
which showed a reduction from 2 . 99 percent before reorganization to 2 . 24 · 
percent after reorg�nization in reorgani�ed di�tricts . Superintendents '  
salaries in control districts decreased .22  percent in the percent of 
current expense .  The total state administrative expense was decreased 
from 3 . 80 to 3 . 70 percent of the current operating budget . 
Instructional Expense 
Table XXXVI shows the percent increase or decrease in instruc­
tional expense for reorganized and control districts by account . The 
accounts listed in Table XXXVI are as indicated on state form FD/5 . The 
treatment used · to arrive at the percentages shown was the same as used 
in the prior section concerning admini�trative expense .  
Table XXXVI shows consistent increases · in all salary accounts for 
reorganized districts while control accounts showed increases in princi­
pals ' salaries , teachers ' salaries , and other salaries . Control dis­
tricts showed decreases in supervisor and qonsultants ' salaries and in 
salarie$ of substitute teachers . 
TABLE XXXVI 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN INSTRUCTIONAL EXPENSE FOR REORGANIZED · 
AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 
1961-62 THROUGH 1965-6 6  
Expenditure Re
orsanized Districts Control Districts 
Increase Decrease . Increase Decrease 
Salaries , principals 40. 9 6. 4 
Salaries , supervisors and 
consultants 161 . 0  28 . 0  
Salaries , teachers 3. 2 13. 6 
Salaries , substitute teachers 26. 7 6. 5 
Salaries , librarians 47. 7 -o- -o-
Salaries , other 292 . 3  34 . 6  
Free textbooks -9 3 . 3 18 . 0  
School iibrary resources 7 . 3  14. 4 
Other printing , publications , 
instructional material -o- -o- Inf-. 
Instructional supplies 
(excluding library ) Inf. -o- -o-
Textbooks t. ESEA , Title I I  -o- -o- -o- -o-
School library resources , 
ESEA , Title II -o- -o- Inf. 
Other instructional mate-
rial , Title II -o- -o- Inf . 
Instructional supplies 5. 6 19. l 
Other instructional supplies 28. 2 11.4 
ESEA , Title I Inf. Inf. 
ESEA , Title III  Inf. Inf. 
Total 10. 0 17 . 0  
State 27. 7 
Difference 
34 . 5  
189 . 0  
10 . 4  
33 . 2  
47 � 7  
257. 7 
7� . 3 
21 . 7  
Inf . 
Inf . 
Inf .  
Inf . 
13 . 5  







The prime · difference here seems . to b� in teachers ' salaries where 
reorganized districts increased 3 . 2  percent and control districts in­
creased 13. 6 percent , a 10 � 4  percent difference. Since this item is 
usually the major item in any public school budget, this difference has 
considerable import for this analysis. This difference was primarily 
caused because of a reduction in total teachers ' salaries for re�rganized 
dis�ricts the year following reorganization , Teachers ' salaries the 
year prior to reorganization for reor1anized 4istricts was $1 ,243 ,452. 40 
and the year following $1, 220 , 038 . 44. Control districts showed a con­
sistent incre�se over the four years covered in this study while reorgan­
ized districts showed increases every year except t�e year follow�ng 
reorganization. 
It .can be noted that reorganized districts showed substantial 
increases for principals ' salaries, supervisor and consultants ' salaries , 
substitutes ' salaries , librarians ' salaries , and other salaries. The 
percent salaries increased was greater in every case for reorganized . 
districts with the exception of teachers ' salaries, and in the case of 
supervisors ' and consultants ' salaries and substitute teachers ' salaries , 
control districts showed decreases. 
As for total instruction ·, reorganized districts showed an increase 
of · 10 percent compared to an increase of 17 , 0  percent for coµtrol dis­
tricts . The prime reason for the increase in reorganized districts was 
in aalaries other than teachers, and the primary reason for the increase 
in control districts was in teachers ' salaries. It , might be assumed 
that a realignme.nt of teaching personnel due to reorganization resulted 
in a decrease in salary expense for reorganized districts the year 
following reo_rganization. 
The state increase in instructional expense was 27. 7 percent . 
which was . considerably greater than either reorganized or control 
districts . 
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Reorganized districts showed . an increase of $17 , 83  in expense per 
student in average daily attendance from Elementary and · Secondary Educa­
tion Act , all titles , compared to $26.37 for control distriqts. 
In .considering instructlonal expense per student in ave�age daily 
attendance, reorganized districts showed increases in all accounts except 
other instructional supplies, and the increase in evecy case is greater 
than the percent increase based on total expense. This was due to 
decreased enrollment. Control districts showed decreases in supervisors 
and consultants ' salaries , substitute� ' salaries, and school library 
resources .  
The difference shown in Tables XXXVI and XXXVI I for control 
districts is less marked due , to a mare constant per student in average 
daily attendance figure in control districts. 
Total increase in instructional expense for reorganized districts 
was 23. 4  percent per student in average daily attendance for reorganized 
districts compared to 24.1 percent - for control districts and 16. l per­
cent for the · state total. 
Tabl� XXXVI II shows the percent distribution of each line item 
listed under instruction based on total current expense. The most dis­
tinct change in - distribution of funds s�ems to be in teacher salaries 
TABLE XXXVII 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN INSTRUCTIONAL EXPENSE PER STUDENT 
IN AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 1961-6 2  THROUGH 1965-66 
Expenditure Reorsanized DistPicts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Salaries, principals 58 . l  12 . 8  
Salaries, supervisors and 
consultants 192 . 8  23. 7 
. Salaries , teachers 15. 8 20. 5 
· Salaries, substitute 
teachers 42 . 1  0 . 9  
Salaries , librarians 65 .7  -o-
Salaries, other 340. 1 42 . 7  
Free textbooks 116 . 8  25. l 
School library resources 20 . 4  9. 2 
Other printing, publications, 
instructional material -o- -o- Inf . 
Instructional supplies 
(excluding library) Inf . -o- -o-
Textbooks, ESEA, Title II -o- -o- -o-
School library resources, 
ESEA, Title II -o- -o- Inf . 
Other instructional material, 
Title II -o- -o- Inf. 
Instructional supplies 18 . 5  26 . 3  
Other instructional supplies 19 . 5  18 . 1  
ESEA, Title I Inf . Inf . 
ESEA, Title III Inf . Inf . 
Total 23 . 4  24 . 1  
State 16 . 1  
Difference 
45. 3 
216 . 5  
4.7 
41. 2 
2-97 . 4  
91 . 7  















INSTRUCTIONAL EXPENSE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE 
STATE OF MISSOURI EXPRESSED AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CURRENT 
EXPENSE FOR THE TWO YEARS PRECEDING REORGIIIIZATIDN 
AND THE TWO YEARS FOLLOWING REORGANIZATION , 
l96l-62 · THROUGH l9ij5-66  
Reorganized Control 
Expenditure Districts Districts 
Belore. Alter Before · After 
Salaries , principals 3. 16 4. 03 · 3 , 46 3. 19 
Salaries, supervisors and 
consultants 1 . 17 1 , 28 . 0. 48 0. 31 
Salaries , teachers 56. 60 52. 90 55. 55 54. 65 
Salaries ,  substitute teachers 0 , 66 0. 76  0. 90 0. 72 
Salaries , librarians 0. 30 · 0. 40 
Salaries , other 0. 14 0 , 49 0. 39 0. 46 
Free textbooks 2 , 23 · 2. 05 l. 97 2. 02 
School liprary resources 0. 48 0. 46 0. 72 0.53 
Other printing, publications , 
instructional material -o- -o- -o- -o-
Instructional supplies 
( excludi_ng library ) -.o- 0. 54 -o- -o-
Textbooks , ESEA ·, Title II -o- -o- -o- . -o-
School library resources , 
ESEA , Title II -o- -o- -o- 0 . 02 
Other instructional material, 
Title II -o- -o- -o- 0. 65 
Ins�ructional supplies 2 . 33 2. 23 2. 61 2 , 68 
Other instructional 
supplies 0 , 79 • 0. 52 · 0 . 53 · 0. 51 
ESEA, Title I ..,.o- l. 60 -o- 0. 79 
ESEA, Title III . -o- 0. 35 · -o- o ·. 99 . 
Total - 67. 86  67. 61 66. 6 2  67. 54 
State 71. 0l 71. 77 
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for reorganized districts whieh ?;"educe.d from 56 . 60 percent before 
reorganization to 52 . 90 · percent after reorganization , Principals .' 
salaries increased from 3 � 16 to 4 . 03 . percent of current expenditures . 
For control districts , teachers ' salaries decreased from 55 . 5 5 
percent to 54 . 65 percent , a decrease of . 90 percent of current . expendi­
tures . 
It . is noted that expenditures \ln4er the Eleme�tary and Secondary 
Education Act totaled 1 . 95 percent of current . expense for reorganized . 
districts and 2 . 45 percent of current expense for control districts . If 
these amounts were adjusted out , it can be seen that in both ' reorganized 
and control districts a de�rease would appear in the port�on of current 
expenditures allocated for instruction ; a 2 . 20 · percent decrease for 
reo.rganized and a l .  53  perc�mt decrease for control districts . 
Atten�ance Service ExFense 
There are only three accounts that appear under the heading 
attendance service expense on the Misso\lri form FD/5 ; These are : 
salaries , other attendance service expense ,  and · Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act , Title I ,  which was applicable only for the year 196 5-66 . 
These accounts .resulted in less than 1 percent of the current expense 
for both reorganized and control districts . There was no expense indi­
cated under Elementary and Secondary Education Act , Title I ,  for either 
reorganized or control districts . 
As can be seen by Table XXXIX , the percent of increase based 
on total expense was substantial in either case . The "other expense" 
TABLE XXXIX 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN ATTENDANCE SERVICE EXPENSE FOR 
REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 
1961-62  THROUGH 196 5-66 
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Salaries 76 . 4  258 ., 
Other expenses Inf . 1068 . 2  
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total 76 . 5  261 . 8  
State 41 . 5  
Difference 
182 . 3  
Inf . 
-o-





item was a negligible amount. Reorgan�zed districts showed $2. 32 for 
1965-66 and. none · for all other years. Control districts showed a total 
before reorganization of $3. 36  and a total after re�rganization of only 
$39 , 25. When considering the percent change, this seems to be substan­
tial ; but in dollar amounts the effect on the budget was negligible. 
The only item that bears close scrutiny here is the account ; 
salaries of attendance officials. Under this account, reorganized dis­
tricts showed an inqrease of 76. 4 percent, which was an increase from 
$3, 929. 00 to $6,932. 20. Control districts showed an increase of 258. 7 
percent, an increase from $875. 00 to $3,138. 65 , 
This seems to indicate an increased · emphasis over the five-year 
period by both· reorganized and control district$ ; but the increase was 
less marked on the part of reorganized . districts, which could have been 
caused by the decrease in the number of districts involved . 
The state increase in this ·category was 41 . 5  percent. 
Attendance Service Expense per Student in Averase Daily Attendance 
In both cases , the percent increase was greater when reduced to 
an expense per student in average daily attendance since , the amount 
increased and the number of student$ decreased. 
Table XL indicates an increase of 97 , 9 percent for attendance 
salaries of control districts. Total attendance service expense shows a 
98. 0  percent increase for reorganized districts and 283. 6 percent 
increase for control districts·. The · increase in state expense for 
attendance service per student in average daily attendance was 28. 6 
percent, which indicated an increased state-wide emphasis in this area. 
TABLE XL 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN ATTENDANCE SERVICES EXPENSE PER STUDENT 




ESEA , Title I 
Total 
State 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Reorganized Districts Control Districts 







280 . 4  
1138. 8 
-o-
283 . 6  
Difference 
182 . 6  
Inf. 
-o-





Attendance Service � � Percent - 2!, Current Expense 
Table XLI shows that the percent of current expense for reorgan­
ized . 4istricts was less after reo.rganization in the case of reorganized 
districts than before reorganization . The difference was . 91 percent 
versus . 15 · percent. Control districts showed a greater portion of the 
current . budget allocated to attendance service, . 04 · percent versus . 13 · 
percent. The ·  state-wide p�rcentage was • 02 percent before reo.rganization 
and . 02 percent after reqrganization . 
Health Service Expense 
Health service expense, in the case of the small districts 
studied, reflected a very minor part of total expense for all years 
included in the study, less than l percent i� every case. The maj or 
change noted was due to tne initiation of Title I pr_ograms during the 
last yea� of the study. 
Under this headi_ng, three accounts are included: salaries, other 
health service expense , and Elementary and Secondary Education Act , 
Title I, which , as in all sections of this study, was applicable only 
to the last year analyzed. 
There seems to be · a more radical change reflected for reorganized 
districts than control districts. Table XLII showed a 119. 6 percent 
increa$e in salaries expense in this category for reorganized districts 
and a decrease of . 51 percent for control districts. Other health ser­
vice expense showed a 614. 5 percent increase for reorganized districts 
and 15. l percent increase for control districts , Reorganized districts 
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TApLE XLI 
ATTENDANCE SERVICES EXPENSE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STAT� OF MISSOURI EiPRESSED AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL 
CURRENT EXPEN$E· FOR THE TWO YEARS PRECEDING 
REORGANIZATJON AND THE TWO YEARS FOLLOWING 
REORGANIZATION ,  l96l-6 2 THROU_GH 196 5-66  
Reorganized Cont;rol 
Expenditure Districts Districts 
!e1ore Alter · Belore After 
Salaries 0 . 9l 0 . 15 0 , 04 0 . 13 
Other expensesa -o- -o- -o- -o-
ESEA , Title I -o- '""o- -o- -o-
Total 0 , 91 0 , 15 0 . 04 0 . 13 








PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN HEALTH SERVICE EXPENSE FOR 
REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 
1961-62  THROUGH 196 5-66 
Reorianized Districts Control Districts 
Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
119 . 6  51 . 0  
614 . 5  15 . 1  
Inf . Inf . 
778 . 6  4-42  . 1  
36 . 7  
Difference 
170 . 6  
599 . 4  
Inf . 





spent $1 . 53 · per student for ElerQentary · and · .secondary Education Act, 
Title I � .. � -�bile control districts spent • 84 · cents per student in· average 
daily attendance , 
Health Service Expense per Student in Average Daily Attendance 
When reduced to expense per student in average daily attendance 
as shown by Table· XLIII, reorganized districts showed increases of 146 . 3  
percent for salaries and 701 . 6 percent for other expens·e. Control dis­
tricts showed decreases of 48 . 0  percent for salaries and an increase of 
22. 0 percent for other health service expense. Since the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act, Title I, did not exist for the "before" columns, 
the increase would be infinity . 
The state totals for health service expense showed an increase of 
24 , 3  percent for total health service expense . 
Health Service E.Jcpense !! !.  Percent of Current Expense 
As a percent of current expenee, the portion of current outlay 
allocated to health service was . 36 percent after reorganization as 
compared with . • ·04 percent before reorganization for re�rganized districts . 
Control distI'icts reflected an increase fl,"om . 02 percent of the cu:r'rent 
budget pr'ior t� · re<?rganization to . 12 · percent after reorganization . As 
can be seen from· Table XLIV most of this change was due to the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act, Title I, programs . 
TABLE XLIII  
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN  HEALTH .SERVICE EXPENSE PER STUDENT 
IN. AVERAGE DA!LY ATTENDAN�E FOR REORGANIZED AND �ONTROL D ISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 · 
Expenditure 
Salaries 
· other expenses 
ESEA , Title I 
Total 
State 




701 . 5  
Inf. 
885 . 6  
24 . 3  
Control Districts 
Increase Decrease 
48 . 0  
22 . 0  
Inf . 
474 . 8  
Difference 
194 . 2  
679 . 0  
Inf . 





HEALTH SERVlCE EXPENSE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI EXPRESSED AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL 
CURRENT EXPENSE FOR THE TWO YEARS PRECEDING 
REORGANIZATION AND THE TWO YEARS FOLLOWING 
REORGANIZATION, 1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Reorganized Control 
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Expenditure Districts Districts 
Before After Before After 
Salaries 0 . 02  0 � 04 -o- -o-
Other expense 0 . 02  0 . 15 0 , 02  0 . 02  
ESEA, Title I 0 . 17 0 . 10 
Total 0 . 04 0 , 36 0 . 02 0 . 12 
State 0 . 06 0 . 06 
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. .  
Pupil Transportation Expense 
When· fifteen small units re0rganized into six larger units, there 
would be no doubt that some ch�nges were made in transportation require­
ments. Table XLV shows there was an increase in expense in every trans­
portation account for re�rganized. districts with the exception of opera­
tion and maintenance which showed a decrease of 5. 2 percent. Total 
increase in pupil transportation expense of reorganized districts was 
22. 7 percent. 
Control districts showed an increase of 16. 4 percent for salaries, . 
20. 7 · pereent for �eplacement of vehicles , 11.4 percent for operation and· 
maintenance. A · decrease in transportat�on expense in control districts 
is indicated for contracted transportation of 59. 8 percent and · a decrease 
of 10 . 4  percent for insurance. There was a state increase of 18. 1 per­
cent. The total increase of 22 , 7  percent for reorganized districts can 
be compared with an increase of 11. 0 percent for control districts. 
Transportation Expense per Student .!,e. Averase Daily Attendance 
When reduced to expense per student in average daily attendance, 
it can be seen from Table XLVI that there was an increase in every 
account for reorganized districts. Control districts showed a decrease 
in contracted transportation and in insurance on buses. 
The· total change in transportation expense per student in average 
daily attendance was an increase of 37. 6 percent for reorganized. dis­
tricts compared to an increase of 17 , 7  percent for control districts . 
The total state change per student in average daily attedance was 7. 4 
percent. 
TABLE XLV · 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN PUPIL TRANSPORTATION EXPENSE FOR 
REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI, 
1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66  
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts ContN>l Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Salaries 19 . 0  16 . 4  
Contracted transportation 8 . 2  59 . 8  
Replacement of vehicle 180 . 2  20 . 7  
Insuranc·e on buses 14 . 0  10 .4 
Operation and maintenance 5 . 2 11 . 4  
ESEA, Title I Inf. Inf. 
Total 22 . 7  11 . 0  
State 18 . l  
Difference 
2 . 6  
68 . 0  
159 . 5  
24 . 4  
Inf .  





PERCENT OF INCREASE· OR DECREASE IN PUPIL TRANSPORTATION EXPENSE PER STUDENT 
IN AVERAGE DAILY . ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE · STATE OF MISSOURI , 1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 · 
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Salaries 33 . 5  23 . 4  
Contracted transportation 21 . 4  57 . 4  
Replacement of vehicle 214 .  3 28 . 0  
Insurance on buses 27 . 9  5 . 0  
Operation and maintenance 6 . 3  18 . 1  
ESEA , Title I Inf. Inf. 
Total 37 . 6  17 . 7  
State 7 . 4 
Dif£erence 
10. 1 
78 . 8  
186 . 3  
32 . 9  
11 .B 
Inf . 




Percent of Current Expense 
As to the amount of the current budget · apent for transportation, 
reorganized districts, as indicated by Table XLVII, reflected an increase 
of . 2B · percent in salaries, a l . 07 percent increase in replacement of 
vehicles, . 01 percent increa�e in . insur•nce, and . 14 percent increase in 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act·, Title I. Control districts 
showed increases of , 03 percent in salaries, . 09 percent for replacement 
of vehicles, and . 12· percent in Elementary and. Secondary Education Act, 
Title I, expenditu�es . Decreases · wer� shown. for control districts in 
the percent allocated for contracted service�, insuranoe, and operation 
and maintenance . Reorganized districts reflected decreases for contracted 
services and for operation and maintenance . 
Operation. of Plant Expense 
Table XLVIII indicates a total increase for operation of plant of 
4 . 4 percent for reorganized districts and an identical increase for con­
trol districts , Reorganized districts �bowed increases in every account 
except fuel for heat, which reflected a 6 . 0  percent decrease . Control 
districts showed increases in all accounts except salarie� and fuel for 
heat . The line i tern showi.ng the major difference , when expressed as a 
percent of cha.nge, was other operational expense . This account is a 
minor budget item and does not indicate a maj or change in the budget . 
The first four items listed are the more important budget items 
when the amount spent is considered , Salaries increased 2 . 7  percent · in • J 
re�rganized districts while decreasing 2 ,3 percent in control districts 
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TABLE XLVII 
PUPIL · TRANSPORTATION EXPENSE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI EXPRESSED AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL 
CURRENT EXPENSE FOR THE TWO YEARS PRECEDING 
REORGANIZATION ANO THE TWO YEARS FOLLOWING 
REORGANIZATION, 1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Reorganized Control 
Expendi tur.e Districts DistI'icts 
Before After Befo!'e Afte!' 
SalaI'ies 3.57 3 . 85 4 . 15 4 . 18 
Contracted transportation 1 .47 .. 1. 44 0 .71 0 . 25 
Replacement of vehicle 0 . 70 · 1. 77· 1.97 2 . 06 
Ins\,\rance on buses · 0 .28 · 0 .29 · 0 .32 0 . 25 
Operation and maintenance 3. 16 2 .  72 3. 30 3·. 10 
ESEA , Title I -o ... 0. 14 -o- 0 . 12 
Total 9 . 20 10 . 21 10 . 44 10 . 04 
State 5 .50 5 . ll 
TABLE XLVIII . 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN OPERATION OF PLANT EXPENSE FOR 
REORGANIZED A!iD CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI, . 
1961-62 THROUGH 1965-6£ 
. 
Expenditure . Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Salaries 2 . 7 2 . 3  
Fuel for heat 6 . 0 . 3 . 7  
Utilities (except heat) 19 . 6  20.5 
Supplies ( except . utilities ) 2 .6 4 . 5  
Other operational expense 8 5 . 6  40 . 5  
ESEA, . Title Ia -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total 4.4 4 . 4  
State 19 . 8  
aFigures for reorganized and control dist�icts less than · l/100 of . l percent . 
Difference 
5 . 0  
2 . 3  
0 . 9  
1 .·9 
45 . 1  
-o-
-o-
...... . ...... 
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which has more import in dollar amounts than any other differeqce shown 
under this headi_ng. 
The total increase of 4 . 4  percent in both· cases can be compared 
to a state-wide increase of 19 , 8  percent . 
Elementary and Seco�dary Education Act, Title I, expense in 
reorgan-ized districts was· $ 866. 02 compared with· $280 , 00 for . control 
districts. These amounts are not significant when compared with total 
operation· expense . This amo1,1nts to . lO · cents per student in average 
daily attendance for control districts and 16 . 7  cents per student in 
average daily attendance for reorganized. districts , 
Operation Expens� per Student � Averase Daily Attendance 
The expense per student in average daily attendance for reorganized 
and control distr�cts reflects increases in every account and in every 
case, . as shown . in Table XLlX, the amount of increase for the various 
accounts was great�r in reorganizPd di�tri�t� . 
The total increase per student in averag� da_ily attendance was 
17. 1 pe�cent for reorganized districts compared to 10. 7 percent . for 
control districts. The state increase in this catego:r,y was 8. 9 percent. 
Operation Expense � Percent of Current Expense 
Table L shows the changes that occurred in the distribution 
of operation expense foX' reorganized and control districts. After 
reorganization, salarie�, fuel for heat, and supplie$ showed decreases 
in the . proportion of the c1,1rrent budget consumed for both reorganized 
and control districts. Utilities and Elementary and Secondary Education 
TABLE XLIX 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN OPERATJON OF PLANT EXPENSE PER STUDENT 
IN AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , l.961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Expenditure 
Salaries 
Fuel for heat 
Utilities (except heat ) 
Supplies ( except utilities ) 
Other operational expense 






5 . 4 
34 . 2  















11 . 5  
3 . 3  
6 . 3 
4 . 2  
59. 1 
Inf . 




OPERATION OF PLANT EXPENSE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI EXPRESSEP AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL 
CURRENT EXP�NSE FOR THE TWO YEARS PRECEDING 
REORGANIZATION AND THE TWO YEARS FOLLOWING 
REORGANIZATION, 1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Reorganized Control 
Expenditure Districts Districts 
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!,lore Alter Before · After 
Salaries 3 . 47 3. 23 2. 67 2. 26 
Fuel for heat 2. 32 1 . 98  l. 90 1. 59 
Utilities (except heat) · l. 89 · 2 . 05 1. 61 1. 68 
Supplies (exc�pt utilities) l . Ol, 0 . 94 1. 10 0. 99 
Other operational expense 0 . 15 0. 15 0. 16 0. 19 
ESEA, Title I -o- 0. 02 -o- 0. 01 
. Total 8. 86 8 . 38 7 . 43 6. 71 
State 9. 25 8. 77 
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Act , Title I ,  showed increases for both classifications of districts. 
In the case of other operation expense , reorganized dist�icts remained 
the same. and · control districts increased . 03 ·percent. 
After re�rganization the total operation expense ca�egory consumed 
. 48 percent less of c�rrent expense for re�rganized district� and . 72 
percent less for control district�. This can be compared with a decrease 
of . 48 percent of current . expense on a state-wide basis. 
Maintenance of School Pla�� Expense 
Tne percent of increase or decrease of total expenditures for 
maintenance is indicated in Table LI. This table shows an increase in 
all accounts for reorganized districts with the exception of replacement 
of equipment which reflects a decrease of 28 , 0  percent. Control dis­
tricts spent more in all areas except contracted services and replacement 
of equipment. There was very 4ittle difference in , the change that 
occurre4 in the outlay for maintenance after reorganization for either 
category of districts. There was a total increase of 20. 2 percent in 
reorganized districts and an increase of 20. 5  percent in .control dis­
tricts which is a difference in change of . 3  percent. The · state increase 
was 23 . 4  percent. 
Control districts showed more · increase for salaries , and upkeep 
and materials. Control districts showed a greater decrease in replace­
ment of equipment. Concerning contracted services , control districts 
showed . a decrease of 12. 8 percent while reorganized districts showed an 
increase of 11. 7 percent in this account. 
TABLE LI 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN MAINTENANCE OF PLANT EXPENSE FOR 
REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS . IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI � 
1961-6 2  THROUGH 1965-66 
Expenditure Reorianized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Salaries 67 . 3  · 98 . 9 
Contracted services 11 . 7  12 . S  
Replacement of equipment 28 . 0  50 . 0  
Upkeep and materials 40 . 3  6 8 . 9  
ESEA, Title I Inf. Inf. 
Total 20 . 2  20 . 5  
State 23 . 4  
Difference 
31 . 6  
24 . S  
22 . 0  
28 . 6  
Inf. 





Elementary and Secondary Education Act, Title I, expenditures 
amounted to $3, 192 . 26 for control districts and $1,931 . 14 for reorganized 
districts .  Expenditure per st�dent in ave�age daily attendance was 
$1 . 15 for control districts and . .  37  cent� for re�rganized districts . 
Maintenance Expen�e per Student .?:!:. Average Daily Attendance 
Frqm . Table LII, it can be noted that the direction of cha_nge in 
every case was the same for �eorganized dis-ricts and control districts 
when reduced to a per capita expenditure . The change becomes more 
marked because of decreased enrollment in both · classifications of 
districts . Reorganized diijtricts spent 34 . 8  percent more per student 
after reorganization while control . districts spent 27 . 8  percent more, a 
difference of 7 . 0 percent . The stat� inrease per student was 12 . 2  
percent . 
Maintenance Expense � �  Percent � Current Expenditure 
As can be noted from Table LIII the proportion of current· expense 
allocated to maintenance increased after reortanization by . 26 percent 
in reorganized districts and by . 22 percent in control districts, a 
difference of . 04 percent . The redistribution of expense within the 
maintenance cat_egory was quite varied . The· most notable cha_nge being 
the 1 . 03 percent decrease in the proportion spent for replacement of 
equipment by control districts and · t�e . 83 percent � increase in the 
proportion spent . for upkeep of materials . 
TABLE LII  
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN MAINTENANCE OF PLANT EXPENSE PER STUDENT 
IN AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DI STRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 1961-6 2  THROU�H 1965-66 · 
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Salaries 87. 7 110. 9 
Contracted services · 25. 3 7. 5 
Replacement of equipment 19-. 2 47. 0 
Upkeep and materials 57. 4 7 9. 1 
ESEA , Title I Inf . Inf. 
Total 34 . 8  27 . 8  








I-' "' "' 
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TABLE LIII 
MAINTENANCE OF PLANT EXPENSE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI EXPRESSED AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL 
CURRENT EXPENSE FOR THE TWO YEARS PRtCEDING 
REORGANIZATION AND THE TWO Y�ARS FOLLOWING 
REORGANIZATION , 1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Reorganized Control 
Expendi t·ure Districts Districts 
lelor• · A1teX' Belore After 
Salaries 0. 23 0. 36 0.54 · 0. 93  
Contracted services 0. 41 0.41 Q.46 0 . 34 
· Replacement of equipment 0.86 0. 56 1.82 0 . 79 
Upkeep and materials 1. 45 1.84 1. 77 2.59 
ESEA , Title I o •. 04 0. 14 
Total · 2. 95 3.21 4.56 4.78 
State 3. 87 3.78 
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Fixed Charges Expense 
The fixed oh�rges expense item shown in Table LIV indicates a 
total increase of 8.1 percent in reorganized districts compared to an 
increase of 14.6 percent in control districts. The state increase was 
29.4 percent. These items are Qlosely related · to the salary items 
included in the budget . As salary line items .increase or decrease, the 
retirement contribu"t;ion and social security contribution also cha_nge. 
The instructional _ salary items previously shown indicates a 3. 2 percent 
increase for teachers in reo_rganized q.istricts and a 13 . 6 percent 
increase in control districts , Social security contributions would 
increase because of three reasons: ( l )  increase in employ ees, (2 ) 
increases in - salaries, and ( 3 ) increases in the percent to be deducted. 
Since the percent figures were applicable to all schools, the percent 
must have · been due to increased personnel or increased salaries. There 
was, accordi_ng to Table LJ:V, an increase in social security deductions 
of 21. 4  percent .more for contro� districts than for �eorganized districts .  
Building insurance decreased by 6 . 3  percent for reorganized 
districts and remained the same for control districts .  
Elementary and Secondary Education Act, Title I, fixed charge 
expense amounted to $1,146.78 for control districts and $2, 702 . 03 for 
reorganized districts . 
Fixed Charge Expense per Average Daily Attendance 
The · expense per student in average daily attendance for fixed charges 
as shown by Table LV increased - in every account . for both reorganized and 
iABLE LIV 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN FIXED CHARGES FOR REORGANIZED 
AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI, 
1961-62  THROUGH 1965-66 
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Retirement, district 8 . 0  13. 2 contribution 
Social security, district 47. 5 68. 9 contribution 
Insurance on building 6. 3 -o- -o-and equipment 
Other fixed charges 6. 5 21. 2 
ESEA , Title I . Inf . Inf . 
Total 8 . 1 14. 6 










PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN FIXED CHAR�ES PER STUDENT IN DAILY AVERAGE ATTENDANCE 
FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI, 
1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts Increase Decrease 
Retirement, district 
contribution 21. 2 
Social security, district 
contribution 6 5. 5 
Insurance on building 
and equipment 5. 1 
Other fixed · charges 4 . 9 . 
ESEA, Title I Inf. 
Total 21 . 3  




79 . 1  
6. 0 




1 . 2 . 
13 . 6  
0. 9 
21 . 3  
Inf. 




control districts with the exception of the 16. 4  percent decrease shown 
in other fixed charge expense by control districts. The total difference 
was only . 2  percent, control districts having shown the gt'eatest ch�nge. 
The Elementary and Se9ondary Education Act expense per student in 
ave�age daily attendan9e was , 52 cents for re�rganized districts and . 41 
cents for control districts. 
Percent � Current Expense � Fixed Charges 
Table LVI shows the percent of current expense allocated to fixed 
charges to have been 5. 63 percent before reorganization in reorganized 
districts compared to 5. 51 percent after reo�ganization, a change of . 12 
percent. Control districts �llotted 5. 42 percent . of their current budget 
for this item before reorganization and 5. 38 ·percent after reorganization, 
a decrease of . 04 percent. Within the distribution table , the most 
marked difference that occurred was the , 18 percent increase in the pro­
portion allotted for social security contributions by control districts , 
Reorganized districts reflected an increase of . lS percent in this item. 
Total Current Expenditure 
Table LVII indicates the change . in total current expense for 
re�rganized and control districts for the period covered by this study. 
As can be noted from Table LVII, �eorganized districts had a total 
increase �n current expen4itures of 10. 0 percent after reorganization 
while control districts increased 15. 4 percent, a difference of 5. 4 
percent. The state totals reflected an increase of 26 .4  percent. 
TABLE LVI 
FIXED CHARGES EXPENSE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI EXPRESSED AS A PERCENT OF · TOTAL 
CURRENT EXPENSE FOR THE TWO Y�ARS PRECEDING 
REORGANIZATION AND THE TWO YEARS FOLLOWING 







Before After Before After 
Retirement, district 
contribution 
Social security , district 
contribution 
Insurance 6n building 
and equipment 
Other fixed - ch�rges 
















3 . 76 
0. 39 
1. 14 
0 . 13 
5. 42 
3 . 68 
0 . 57 
0. 99 
0. 09 
0 . 05 
5 . 38 
TABALE LVII 
PERCENT -OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN CURRENT EXPENSE AND CURRENT EXPENSE PER STUDENT 
IN AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
I� THE STATE OF MISSOURI, 1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 -
Expenditure Reorganized Districts Increas� Decrease 
Control Districts 
Increase Decrease Difference 
Total current expenditures 
State 
Total ·current expenditures 




26 . 4  
23 . 4  
14 . 9  
15 . 4  5 . 4 





Total expense per student in average daily attendance reflected 
less difference in change. The ch�nge for re�rganized districts per 
student in average daily attendance was 23 ·. 4  percent while that for con­
trol districts was 22. 4  percent, a difference of 1 . 0 percent , reorganized 
districts showing the greatest increase .  The state increase per student 
in average daily attendance was 14. 9 percent . 
� Service Expense 
Total expense for a11· reorganized districts for food service 
decreased 5. 1 percent, and total food service expense for control dis­
tricts !ncreased 2. 8 percent for the period covered in this study. It 
can be seen from T�le LVIII that salaries increased in both cases. 
Food · supplies and other food service expense showed decreases . The· 
state total increased by 22 . 4  percent , Attendance �igures indicate a 
state•wide increase while the districts studied reflected decreases, 
which would account in part for the difference shown . 
Food Service Expense per Student in Average Daily Attendance 
Table LIX indicates the change that Qccurred per · student in 
average daily attendance. It can be seen from Table LIX that total food 
service expense increased 6. 5 percent in reorganized districts and 9. 0 
percent in control districts . Cost of food supplies decreased 4. 1 per­
cent in reqrganized districts and increased 5 , 2 percent in control dis­
tricts. Re�rganized districts spent $6, 254 . 61 for Elementary and Second­
ary Education Act, Title �, while control districts spent $ 209 . 74. 
TABLE LVII I 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN FOOD SERVICE EXPENSE FOR REORGANIZED 
AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 
1961-62 TRROUGH 1965-66 
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts Control .Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Salaries 14 . 6  14 .-4 
Food supplies 14 . 5  0 . 8  
Other food service · expense 2 . 8  11 . 9  
ESEA , Title I Inf . Inf .  
Total 5 . 1 2 . 0 . 
State 22 . 4  
Difference 
0 . 2  
13 . 7  
9 . 1 
Inf . 





PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN FOOD SERVICE EXPENSE PER STUDENT 
IN AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Salaries 28 . 6  21 . 3  
Food supplies 4 . 1 5 .2 
Other food service expense 9 . 0  6 . 6  
ESEA , Title I Inf .  Inf . 
Total 6 . 5 9 . 0  
State 11 . 3  
Difference 
7 .2 
9 . 4 
15 . 6  
Inf . 




Student Body Activities Ex�ense 
Table LX shows the increase or decrease that occurred in 
reorganized and control districts for student body activities expense. 
There.was a decrease in both instances, X'eorganized districte having 
shown a decrease of 8. 13 percent and control districts a decrease of 
12. 6 percent. Since there was a substantial decrease in enrollment, 
this would no doubt have cau.sed part of the decrease shown � 
Student Body Activities Expense per Student ,!!!. Average Daily Attendance 
The change in student body activity expense per student in average 
daily att�ndance as shown by Table LXI was a 2. 9 percent increase in 
reorganized districts and a 7. 3 percent decrease for control districts. 
This is · a  difference of 10 . 2 percent compared to a difference in the 
decrease in enrollment of 5, 1 percent. The state increase in expenditure 
per student in average daily attendance was 17 . 8 percent. 
Community Service Exeense 
Community service expense as shown by Table LXII increased from 
$3 , 0�5 . Bl to $12 , 735 . 12 or 318 . l  percent in reorganized dlstricts and 
from $20. 00 to $5,820. 53 for control districts, an increase of 28,102. 6 
percent. 
Community Service Expense per Student !!!, _ Average Daily Attendance 
The per pupil expenditure in average daily attendance for control 
districts increased 29,861. 76  percent as shown in Table LXIII .  Reorgan­
ized districts showed an increase of 368. 7 percent in this account. The 
state ch�ng� was an increase of 66 . 9  percent. 
TABLE LX 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN STUDENT BODY ACTIVITY EXPENSE 
FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF M ISSOURI, 
1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Student body activities 
expense 8 . 5  12 .6  
ESEA, Title I Inf. -o- -o-
Total 8 . 1  12 . 6  
State 29 . 6  
Difference 
21 . 1  
Inf . 




PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN STUDENT BODY ACTIVITY EXPENSE PER STUDENT 
IN AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED. AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 1961-62  THROUGH 196 5-66 
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Student body activity 
expense 2 . 6  7 . 3 
ESEA , Title Inf . -o- -o-
Total 2 . 9  7 . 3  
State 17 . 8  
Difference 
9 . 9  
Inf. 




TABLE LXI I  
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE I N  COMMUNITY SERVICE EXPENSE FOR 
REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS .IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI, 
1961-62 THROUGH 196 5-66 
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Community service expense 318 . 01 28102 . 6  
ESEA, Title -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total 369 . 03 28102 . 6  
State 83 . 6  
Difference 
27784 . 5  
-o-





PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN COMMUNITY SERVICE EXPENSE PER STUDENT 
IN AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI, 1961-62 THROUGH 196 5-66 
Expenditure Reorganized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Community service expense 368 . 7  29861.  76  
ESEA, Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total 368 . 7  29861 . 7 6 
State 66 . 9  
Difference 







Capital Outl�y txpense 
T�ble LXIV shows the increase or decrease reflected in capital 
outlay accounts for the two years following reQrganization as compared 
to the two years prior to re�rganization for re�rganized and control 
districts . 
In every account pertain�ng to new building or the acquisition of 
new sites there was a decrease shown . after reorganization. This would 
indicate no new building activity as a result of reorganization for the 
two years subsequent to the merger , 
Accounts showing increases for reorganized distriQts are equipment, 
furniture, and instructional apparatu�. The figures for control dis­
tricts indicate an increase in equipment, furniture, and other capital 
outlay. Other capital outlay expens� decreased from $15, 521. 99 to 
$10,563. 54 for reorganized districts which represented a . 32 · percent 
decrease. Control districts showed increases in other capital outlay 
from $2,655. 34 to $ 3 � 856. 05, an increase of 45. 2 percent. Cost of new 
buses decreased .in both cases, reorganized districts by 78 percent and 
control districts by 15. 8 percent. 
Elementary and · Secondary Education Act, Title I, accounts for 
reorganized districts for 1965-66 totaled $ 25,448 . 8 3  and for control 
districts $69 ,971. 98. 
Total capital outlay expense decreased'. 7. 6 percent in re�rganized 
districts and 72. 4  percent in control districts. This decrease is 
reflected even though the amounts for Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act were included. By omitting Elementary and Secondary Education Act 
TABLE LXIV 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN CAPITAL OUTLAY EXPENSE FOR REORGANIZED 
AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE or· MISSOURI , 
1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase · ·  . · nec�ase 
Sites 53 .4 -o- -o-
Buildi_ngs 20 . 3  97 . 4-
Equipment 11.5 . 0  6 36 . 4-
.. . . 
Furniture 37 "" 6  1392 . 2  
Instructional apparatus 177 . 0  33 . 2  
New buses 78  .. 0 15 . 8  
Other capital outlay 32 . 0  4-5 . 2  
ESEA � Title I -o- -o- Inf . 
Total 7 . 6 72 . 4-
State 2 . 8  
Difference 
5 3 . 4-
77 . 1  
521. . 4-
1354 . 6  
210 . 2  
6 2 . 2  
77 . 2  
Inf. 





funds from the total �igures for capital outlay, reorganized districts 
reflects a decrease of 12 .1 percent and control districts an incre•se 
of 19 . 8  percent . The state increase was 2 . B · percent . 
Capital Outlay Expen�e per Student .!!?, Average Dally Attendance 
Reduced to a per capita expenditure as shown in Table LXV, the 
trends are in every account the same as the total trend with the excep­
tion of the total capital outlay expen�e for reorganized districts which 
shows a 3 . 6  percent increase as compared to the 7. 6 percent decrease in 
the total expenditure table . 
Debt Service Expense 
Ch�nges that occurred in debt service expense are refleqted in 
Table LXVI and Table LXVII .  There was only one bond . issued dur�ng the 
two years after reorganization which was an i�sue of $100, 000 by a 
reorganized district . Consequently, the increase in retirement of bonds 
was not due to additional bonding. The increase in bond payments can be 
attributed to the initial scheduling of the amortization program . More 
bonds were due to be paid during the two years following reorganization 
than during the two years prior to reorganization . Print�ng and engrav­
ing of bonds showed a decrease · of 97 . 1  percent for reo�Janized districts . 
There was no activity involving this item for control districts . 
Interest on bonds showed an increase of 3 . 0 percent for 
reorganized districte and a decrease of 12. l  percent for control 
districts . 
TABLE LXV 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN CAPITAL OUTLAY __ EXPENSE PER STUDENT 
IN AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 1961-62  THROUGH 1965-66 
Expenditure . Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Sites 47. 7 -o- -o-
Buildi_ngs 10. 6 97 ..1. 
Equipment 14.1 . 2  680 . 9 
FuI"niture 54 . 4  1482 . 4  
Instructional apparatus 210. 7 · 29 � 2  
New buses 68 . 6  10 . 9  
Other capital outlay . 23 . 7 54 . 0  
· ESEA ; Title I Inf. Inf. 
Total 3. 6 70. 7 
State 6. 6 
Difference 
47 . 7  
86 .4  
539 . 9  
1428 . l  
239 . 7  
57 . 9  
77_ . 8  





PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN DEBT SERVICE EXPENSE FOR REORGANIZED 
AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 
1961-62  THROUGH 1965-66 
Expenditure Reor�anized Districts Increase Decrease 
Control Districts 
Increase Decrease 
Retirement of bonds 15 . 4  10 . 3  
Printing and engraving 
of bonds 97 . 1  
Interest on bonds 3 . 0 12 . 1  
--rotal 8 . 6 1 . 4  
State 24 . 6  
Difference 
5 .. 1 
97 .l. 
15 . 1  





PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN DEBT SERVICE EXPENSE PER STUDENT 
IN AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 1961- 62 THROUGH 196 5-66 
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Deer.ease Increase Decrease 
Retirement 0£ bonds 29 . 5  17. 0 
Printi.ng and engraving 96. 8 
Interest on bonds .15. 5 6 . 8  
Total 21. 8 7. 5 
State 13. 3 
Difference 
12 . 4  
96. 8 
8. 7 





Total debt servic� increased 8 . 6  percent for re�rganized districts 
and increased · l . 4  percent for control distrtcts . The state total 
increased · 24. 6 percent . 
Table LXVII shows the changes in debt service per student in 
ave�age daily attendance . The trends in all cases were in the same 
direction as the total trends shown in Table LXVI ; however, since fewer 
students ar,e served, the increase became. greater and the decrease less. 
The state expense per student in average daily attendance for debt service 
was 13 . 3  percent more after reorganization. Reo�ganized districts 
showed 21. 8 percent more debt service expense per student in average 
daily attendance and control districts showed �n increase of 7. 5 percent 
more in this account . 
Payment Between School Districts 
By state law, districts may be required to pay tuition for students 
residing in that district who attend school in another district . The 
receiving district records this tuition as income from other districts . 
The paying districts records the expense as payment between districts . 
This income or expense is real to the districts involved ; however, on a 
state-wide accounting basis it is neither income nor expense but a trans­
fer of funds from ope district within the state system to another district 
within the system. 
Table LXVIII shows a decrease of 7. 6 percen� . for tuition in 
re�rganized districts and. a decrease of 25 . 2  percent for control dis­
tricts . The increase or decrease per student in average daily attendance 
TABLE LXVIII 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN PAYMENT BETWEEN SCHOOL DISTRICTS FOR 
REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI, 
1961-62 THROUGH 1965-66 
Expenditure Reorsanized Districts Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Tuition to other districts 7 . 6  25 .2  
Transportation to other 
districts Inf . 53 . 1  
Tuition , mentally 
retarded program 185 . 2  Inf . 
Total 3 . 4 23 . 8  





20 . 4  
...... 
' +  
<.n 
146 
is shown in Table LXIX. Accord�ng to �his table re�rganized districts 
incurred an added expense of 3 � 6  percent as compared to a decrease in 
control districts of 20 , 7  percent . 
Re�rganized districts spent nothi.ng on transfers to other 
districts the two years priqr to reorganization , . but after reo_rganization 
�hese distriots spent $979 . 76 .  Control districts spent $489 . 40 prior to 
reorganization and $229 . 5 0 after , a decrease of 53 . 1  percent. 
Gross Expenditures 
I 
ChB:nges i� g?'oss expenditures are shown in Table LXX. Accordi_ng 
to Table LXX reorganized districts increased 6 , 7  percent in gross expendi­
tures while control districts decreased . 6  percent , a difference of 7. 3 
percent. The state expenditure$ for education increased 22 . 9  percent 
for the same period. 
Table LXX also shows the gross expenditures - per - student in 
average daily attendance. Reorganized districts increased 19. 6 percent. 
Control districts increased 5 . 4  p�rcent . The state increase · per student , 
in ave�age daily attendance was 11 , 7  percent . 
TABLE LXIX 
PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN PAYMENT BETWEEN DISTRICTS PER STUDENT 
IN AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE FOR REORGANIZED AND CONTROL DISTRICTS 
IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 19�1-62 THROUGH 1965-66 -
Expenditure Reo:Jianized Districts . Control Districts Increase Decrease Increase Decrease 
Tuition to other districts 3 . 6  20. 7 
Transportation to other 
districts Inf. 50 . 3  
Tuition , mentally 
retarded program 219 . 9  Inf. 
Total 16. 0 19 . 2  
State 19 . 7  
Difference 
24 . 3  
Inf .. 
Inf . 






PERCENT OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN EXPENDITURES F0R REORGANIZED 
AND CONTROL DISTRICTS IN THE STATE OF MISSOURI , 











6 . 7  
22 . 9  
19 . 6  
11 . 7  
C�ntrol Districts 
Increase Decrease 
0 _. 6 
5 . 4 
Difference . 
7 .3 




CHAPTER IV · 
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
I ,  SUMMARY 
As can be seen from the analysis made in Chapter III, there was 
considerable variation in trends as they appeared for the various 
accounts of reorganized districts as compared to the trends reflected 
for control districts and state-wide data. 
Assessed valuations. The assessed valuations of the districts 
were not set by school personnel ; however, there � was an incentive to 
increase valuations to the level neces�ary to qualify for the second 
level equalization .money as indicated in the analysis of income from 
state sources in Chapter III . This state requirement could have affected 
either valuations or tax levies since an increase in each could hav� 
assisted the district in qualifying for the second level equalization. 
Table VII, page 36, indicates that reorganized districts had a 
mean increase in assessed valuations of 5. 3 percent over the five-year 
period while the mean increase in assessed valuations in control dis­
tricts was.4. 0 percent, a difference in mean increase of 1 . 3 . perc�nt � 
The state increase in assessed valuation was 13. 3 percent. 
From Appendix G ,  it is noted that three counties containing a 
reorganized district area had sales-assessment ratios less than 30 
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percent the year before reo_rganization·, only two of these counties met 
the 30 percent level the year after reorganization , and five counties 
had a ratio in excess of 30 percent the second year after reorganization-. 
Of the . counties· containi_ng control districts , three had assessment 
ratios which exceeded 30 percent the year prior to reo_rganizatio-n.-, three 
the ye� following reorganization, and four the second · year after reorgani­
zation . 
From the trends reflected by the data presented in Chapter III  
there seems to have been no effect in the level of assessment as a 
result of reorganization. 
Tax rates . Tax rates in reorganiz�d districts showed a mean 
increase of 12.5 percent as compared with a mean increase of 4 . 0  percent 
in control districts and 8. 8 percent state wide. 
Of the fifteen districts which reorganized , twelve were paying a 
higher tax the second year after reorganization , two were . payi_ng a lesser 
rate , and one district levied the same rate . Tax rates for control dis­
tricts remained more stable than did the rates of reorganized districts. 
Three control districts showed increases in tax rates , two showed 
decreases , and one levied the same rate as before reorganization. The 
trends shown in these tax rates seem to be an indication that more 
increased effQrt was made in reorganized districts immediately following 
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reorganization than was made by control districts or by the average high 
school district of the state. 
Bonded debt. There was a steady decrease in bonded debt . on the 
part of both reorganized districts and control districts ; however, con­
trol districts reflected a greater decrease than did reorganized dis­
tricts. State bonded debt figures showed an increase of 24 . 7  percent. 
Any decrease shown was brought about through , the amortization 
program existent prior t? reorganization since only one issue of $100, 000 
_was made after reorganization and this was in a reorganized district . 
Sin9e little bonding activity was evident, it . cannot be said that, in 
the case of the districts studied, bonding was necessitated for the two 
years . following the reorganizational process as a result of reorganiza­
tion. 
II . SUMMARY . OF INCOME DATA 
Local income. Income from local sources showed an increase of 
6. 8 percent in reorganized districts and 5. 4 percent in control districts. 
As has been indicated, there was an increase in tax rates in reorganized 
districts in excess of �he increase shown for control districts which 
would account for the increase in current tax and consequently would 
have some bearing on . the difference in increase indicated for local 
income shown above � 
In considering the change that occurred in the income account 
totals which showed increases for both reorganized and control districts, 
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reorganized �istricts reflected a greater increase in current tax, 
transportation from patrons , and community service . Control districts 
sh9wed greater increases in delinquent tax and intangible tax . 
Concern�ng loc�l income accounts which sho�ed increases for both , 
reorganized and · control districts per student in ave�age daily attend­
ance, the following showed the greater increase in the case of reorganized 
districts : current tax, transportation from patrons and community ser­
vice . Control districts reflected a greater increase in delinq�ent tax, 
intangible tax, ot�er local income (1-12 ) and food service . 
The only local income account which reflected a decrease for both 
reorganized and control districts was the student body activity account . 
Reorganized dist�icts showed a decrease of 8 . 9 percent more in the 
student body activity acco�nt than that shown by control districts . 
When reduced to average daily attendance figures, reorganized districts 
showed a 4 . 3  percent more decrease than did control districts . 
The "all other local" income account decreased in control 
districts and increased in reorganized districts . The difference in . 
change was 89 � 0  percent when total figures were considered and 104 . 2  
percent when reduced to income per student in average daily attendance . 
Local income a�counts which reflected increases in control 
districts and decreases in reorganized districts were : tuition from 
patrons and other local ( l-12 ) .  When computed on an average daily 
attendance basis , other local ( 1-12 ) reflected an increase in reorganized 
districts . 
153 
In conside�ing the effect reorganization could have had on the 
changes indicated above, it seems logical to assume that the increased 
tax effort on the part of reorganized districts accounted for the 
increase in current tax . The decrease in tuition from patrons could 
have been caused by reorganization since tuition students would probably 
decrease as . districts become larger. Th� decrease in student body income 
could have been partially attributed to the reorganization factor since 
the numl:>er of activity programs were reduced, however, the reduction in 
attendance would partially explain this decrease . Reorganization would 
not seem to have appreciably affecteq the income from other local 
sources. 
Concerning the distribution of income after reorganization as 
compared to that before reor&anization , there was a decrease in the per­
cent local income was of total revenue income in the case of both 
reorganized and control districts. Current tax which was the major 
local income item constituted a greater percent of revenue income after 
reorganization than before in the case of reorganized districts. In the 
case of control districts, this account constituted a smaller percent of 
revenue income. The influx of additional federal monies after reorgani­
zation would have contributed to this change since the same trend was 
reflected on a statewide basis . 
County income . Total county income and county income per student 
in average daily attendance reflected increases in reorganized districts, 
control districts and in state-wide totals. Reorganized districts 
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reflected � greater increase than did control districts . Control 
districts showed the greater increase in fines . forfeitures .  and · escheats . 
while reorganized districts reflected a greater increase in utility tax . 
Other county income decreased in the case of both . reorganized and · control 
districts . 
It would appear that reorganization could have affected the 
greater increase in utility tax in · reorganized districts since a greater 
increase in tax effort was made by reorganized districts . The reorgani­
zation factor did not appear to have affected either of the other county 
income · accounts . 
The portion that county income was of total revenue income 
increased from 7 . 07 percent to 7 . 83 percent in reorganized districts and 
increased from 6 . 15 percent to 6 . 65 percent in control districts which 
does not seem to be a significant · difference in change . 
State income . Total income from state sources increased 2 . 3  
percent in control district$ and . 5  percent in reorganized districts . 
When stated in average daily attendance terms , reorganized districts 
reflected an increase of 3 . 1  percent greater than the increase shown for 
control districts . 
Two state income accounts would appear to have been affected by 
the reorganization factor . Transportation aid showed an increase of 
49 . 5  percent pe� student in reQrganized districts compared to an increase 
of 39 . 5  percent in the case of control districts . Building aid increased 
substantially more in the case of reorganized districts . This difference 
was directly attributed to reorganization . 
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Federal income � Federal income accounts that were existant for 
all years included in the st�dy f�om which the districts studied showed 
receipts were the school lunch account, National Defense Education Act, 
vocational aid , Public Law 815 and other federal income. The only fed­
eral inoome account that showed a significant difference in reorganized 
districts as compared to control districts that might be attributed to 
reorganization was the vocational aid account . This account showed an 
increa�e of 20 , 5  percent in income per student in average daily attend­
ance in reorganized districts and a decrease of 15. 6 percent in control 
districts. 
Federal income expressed as a percent of total revenue income was 
significantly greater in the case of reorganized districts, control dis­
tricts and state-wide totals. This was attributed to the initiation of 
new federal programs after reorganization had occurred. 
Nonrevenue receipts. The only nowevenue account that seems to 
have been affected by reorganization was the property sales account . 
This account showed an increase of 152, l percent in reorganized districts 
and · a decrease of 99. 4 percent in control districts. 
Receipts .� other districts. Receipts from other districts 
decreased 23. 5 percent in the case of reorganized - districts and increased 
211 , 6 percent in control districts. It would seem . that the decrease in 
tuition and transportation in this category as far as reorganized dis­
tricts were concerned could have been caused by the reorganizat�on 
factor. 
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Total revenue receipts showed an increase in control districts 
and · a decrease in reorganized districts ; however , total revenue per stu­
dent in average daily attendance reflected a greater increase in 
reorganized districts , 
Gross receipts showed a decrease of . 7  percent in re�rganized 
districts and an increase of . 7  percent in control districts . Gross 
receipts per student in average daily attendance increased 11 , 4  percent 
in reorganized districts and 6 , 8  percent in control districts . 
III , SUMMARY OF EXPENSE DATA 
There seems to be a continuing question concerning the effect 
that reorganization has on the expenditure patterns of school districts . 
The· analysis in Chapter III  shows that total expense figures inc�eased 
in all but the following expense categories for reorganized districts : 
administration expense , food service expense , st�dent body activity 
expense and capital outlay . Control districts showed increases in total 
figures in e�ch category with the exception of capital outlay and 
payment between school dist�icts . 
When reduced to expense per student in average daily attendance , 
reorganized districts showed increases in all categories while control 
districts reflected decreases in the case of student body activity 
expense , capital ou�lay and payment between school districts . 
Administrative exFense � The items of administrative expense that 
could logically have been affected by the reorganization factor were : 
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salaries, secretary of b9ard, sal�ries, treasurer of board, salaries, 
superintendent, school election and census and· audit . In each of the 
aforementioned accounts there is built into the reo_rganization process a 
reduction in the number of persons or the number of functions performed . 
The data in Chapter III shows a marked difference in these accounts 
after reorganizati_on, when compared to the data before reo_rganization 
for both the districts wbioh later reorganized and control districts . 
It · seems to be · evident that reorganization attributed to the change 
reflected · !n these accounts in case of reorganized districts . 
Reorganized. districts showed a greater reduction in the percent 
administrative expense was of total current expense than did control 
districts or state-wide data . 
Instruction exFense . With the exception of other instructional 
supplies, reorganized districts showed increases in every instructional 
expense aqcount .  This was true whether computed on a total basis or 
expense per student in aver_age daily attendance . With the exception of 
teachers ' salarie� and instructional supplies, reorganized districts 
showed a greater increase in instructional salary items than did control 
districts .  
Attendance service ; Reorganized districts reflected less increase 
in attendance service than did control districts . The state increase in 
this area was less than that shown by reorganized districts . 
Health service . Reorganized districts showed more increase in 
all health service accounts · than did control districts or the increase 
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shown state wide. As districts get larger , health services tend to 
expand ; therefore, it might be assumed that reorganization contributed 
to the increases shown. 
Pupil transFortation . As indicated previously, reorganized 
districts reflected increases · in this category in excess of the increase 
shown by control distriqts or the state-wide }ncrease. Every account in 
this category showed increases · in expenditure in excess of that shown by 
control districts with the exception of operation and maintenance, which 
decreased 5. 2 percent in reorganized districts while inc:r,easi.ng 11. 4 
percent in control districts. : When stated in average daily attendance 
terms operation and maintenance showed an increase of 6. 3 percent for 
reorganized districts. 
Operation of plant. This category reflected identical increases 
where total figures are concerned ; however, when converted to expense 
per student in average daily attendance, reorganized districts reflected 
a g:r,eater increase in every account in this category. 
Maintenance of plant . Reorganized districts showed less increase - I 
in this category than did control districts when totals are considered. 
When considered as expense per student in average daily attendance, 
reorganized districts showed the greater increase. The increase shown 
for reorganized districts was greater than that shown by state-wide data. 
Fixed charges. This category of expense reflected more increase 
in control districts than in :r,eorganized districts. The accounts 
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contributing to this difference seems to be the retirement and social 
security contributions of the local district . Control districts reflected 
more increase in teachers ' salaries which would have been the prime 
factor contributing to this difference . The increase statewide exceeded 
that shown by both reorganized and control qistricts . 
Food service expense . The per student expenditure . for food 
services showed increas�s in both reorganized and control districts . 
Control districts showed the greatest increase by 2 . 5  percent . Total 
outlay by reorganized districts decreased · 5 . l  percent . 
Student body activity expense ,  This expense line item reflected 
a 2 . 9  percent increase per student in average daily attendance in reor­
ganized districts and a 7 . 3 percent decrease in control districts . It 
might be assumed that the decrease in activity programs as a result of 
reorganization could have caused the difference , 
Community service expense .  The percent increase in community 
service expense was great in the case of both reorganized and controi 
districts ; however , the amounts involved were not great and there is no 
reason · to assume that reorganization was a factor in the increases shown . 
Capital outlay expense .  The capital outlay line items did not 
show a consistent pattern of increase or decrease for either reorganized 
or control districts .  The increase shown for reorganized districts was 
for furniture and equipment , and instructional apparatus . There was 
a decrease in the cost of sites and buildings for both reorganized and 
control districts . 
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Debt service ,  The debt service account reflected increases for 
both reorganized and control districts ; however, there was no indication 
that the increases were due to reorganization. 
Payment between districts. All accounts in this cat.egory showed 
increases in reorganized districts. The major increase was due to the 
increase in tuition as a result of the mentally retarded program. Con­
trol dist:dcts reflected decreases in all accounts except the "tuition , 
mentally retarded" account. 
Reorganized districts showed a greater increase per student in 
average daily attendance in both current expense and gross expenditures . 
IV . RECOMMENDATIONS 
As was - stated in the limitations of the study, no conclusions can 
be drawn as to the effect reorganization had on the educational programs 
of the districts studied , A study of the actual changes that occurred 
in the curriculum , in staffing , and in other supportive activities after 
reorganization had occurred wo�ld have cast greater light on the real 
implications of reorganization with reference to the districts which 
reorganized. 
A basic question to be considered seems to be: What increased or 
decreased production , as far as educational benefits derived by the stu­
dents are concerned ,  was realized after reorganization and what was the 
cost of such benefits? The study shows that reorganized districts showed 
a greater increase in cost per student in average daily attendance ; 
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however , without a detailed study of program changes , no conclusions 
could be drawn as to the reasons for the increased cost. This points 
out the need for a study of program in conj unction with a finance study 
of this nature. 
This study was not concerned with factors affecting administrative 
decisions the year prior to reo�ganization that might have affected 
financial patterns. For instance , would decisions have been made by the 
superintendent and board members which would have affected financial 
patterns knowing their d!strict was being phased out of existence ? 
This study was not concerned with problems of a temporary nature 
that would have existed immediately following reorganization which would 
have tended to reflect an untrue picture as to the real advantages or 
disadvantages of school district reorganization. Only a more extended 
study would clarify this question. 
There were factors which precluded a clearcut ' 'before and after" 
comparison , such as , population decline which was taking place in the 
districts studied. The · injection of substantial increases in federal 
funds the year after reorganization made a "before and after" comparison 
difficult . 
A study of factors that enter into the decision to merge would be 
revealing when compared to the changes that occurred financially . Would 
the agreement to take care of certain employees or the agreement to make 
use of certain plants be made as a matter of political expediency in 
order to win support for the merger? If so , a period of time would be 
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required befor$ the new district would adjust to an educationally and 
economically sound position . 
This study indicates that tran�portation expense increased 10 
percent more in reorganized districts . Was this increase caused by 
additional bus routes , cross transporting students bet�een communit ies 
who had previously walked to school or other unknown causes? Only a 
detailed study of transportation systems as tney existed before and 
after reorganization would establish the reason for the difference in 
costs . 
This study shows increased costs in various categories of 
instructional salaries ; however , the reasons for . these increases are not 
shown . Only assumptions can be made as to the reasons for these increases 
from the data reflected in this study . Other similar examples can be 
drawn from the data presented in Chapter III . 
Since there are many districts still existing which are similar 
to the ones included in this study , there will , no doubt , be additional 
mergers of these school districts in the years ahead . Further study is 
recommended and it is recommended that a study of educational benefits 
derived be made in conjunction with the s�udy of financial changes that 
occur . Economies attributable tq the reorganization factor cannot be 
determined without combi�ing both of these aspects in . the problem . 
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ASSESSED VALUATION--REORGANIZED DISTRICTS 
Befo�e . Reor1anization 
1961-
1
1962' · l962 ... 1§·53 · 
$2, 543, 130 $2, 543, l30 
5,900, 800 5, 900, 99q 
8,443, 930 8,444,129 
1 ; 822, 605 l, 97,i .987. 
4, 261 ; 841 4, 621 .462 
6, 084, 44� 6, 599 ,449 
1, 490, 870 l, 512, 120 
1, 878, 810 1, 878, 810 
3 , 369 ·, 680 3, 390, 930 
2, 756, 149 2, 8 29, 075 
2, 919, 918 3,012, 502  
1, 963, 304 1, 940, 000 
7, 639, 362 7 , 781, 577 
880, 230 912, 715 
1, 588, 310 1, 582, 9 25 
1, 254, 943 1, 308, 575 
3 , 623-, 483 3, 803, 215 
3,096,080 3 , 146,450 
2, 215,760 2, 171, 640 
2,798, 740 2, 798, 740 
8, 110, 580 8,ll6, 83q 
168 
Afte� Reersaniz�tion 
1gs,-I�s� · 1965�1966 
$9, 043, 240 $9, 02�, 960 
6, 885., 393 6, 770, 096 
3, 385,470 3, 316, 690 
8, 084,695 8, 078, 062 
3 ; 945, 783 3 ; 871, 608 
8, 278, 030 8, 320, 820 
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TABLE A-2 · 
ASSESSED VALUATION--CONTROL DISTRICTS 
District l961-l962 1962-1963 1964-1965 1965-1966 
Campbell $3 , 624 , 000 $3 ; 664 , 000 $3 , 72� ,587 $3 , 770 , 757 
Deering 2 , 436 , 513 2 ,606 , 052 2 , 643 , 866 2 , 628 , 380 
Clarkton 1,604 , 420 1 , 601 , 570 1 , 660 , 000 1 ,647 , 850 
Green Ri.dge 2 , eoo , 000 2 , 69� , 740 2 , 680 , 000 2 ,880 ,520 
Rocky Comfo�t . 1 , 407 , 000 1 , 449 , 700 1 , 476 , 417 1 ,476 , 417 


























TAX RAT£�--REORGANIZED · OISTRICTS 
Befor, Reor1aniz•tion 
1961-1962 1962�!§&3 
335 335  
275  285 
300 315 
300 290 






















TAX RATES--CQNTROL DISTRICTS 
District l96l-l962 1962 .. 1963 1964-1965 1965-1966 
Campbell 270 270 275 275 
Deering 310 305 · 305 325 
Clarkton 350 350 350 350  
G;reen Ri_dge · 249 251 · 253 253 
Rocky Comfort 200 200 2as 235'· · 

























TABLE c .... 1 
BONDED INDEBTEDNESS--REORGANIZED DISTRICTS 
Befo�e · Reor1anization 
19�I�1952 1ge�-1gss 
$2l9 ,000 $211 , 000 
457 , 000 563 , 000 
673 ,000 774 , 000 
185 , 000 l76 , 000 
450 , 000 424 ,000 
635 ,000 600 , 000 
64 , 000 60 , 000 
164 , 000 156 , 048 
228 ,048 216 , 048. 
89 ,000 83 , 000 
15 8 , 000 146 , 000 
�o- -o..,. 
24� ,ooo 229 , 000 
-0"."' -o-
-o- -o,-
4 , 000 2 , 000 
4 , 000 2 , 000 
-o- ... o-
-o- -o-
146 ,000 138 , 000 
146 ,000 13 8 , 000 
174 
After Reorsanization 
!964-196 5 196 5-1966 
$701 , 000 $633 , 000 
527 , 000 589 , 000 
267 , 000 252 , 000 
17 3 , 000 153 , 0 00 
-o- -o-
120 , 000 111 , 000 
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TABLE C- 2 
BONDED INDEBTEDNESS--CONTROL DISTRICTS 
District l96l .. ls.62 1962-1963 1964-1965 1965-1966 
Campbell $216 , 000 $200 , 000 $153 , 000 $137 , 000 
Deeri_ng 102 , 000 91 , 000 68 , 000 56 , 000 
Clarkton 119 , 000 lll , 000 9 5 , 000  87 , 000 
Green Ridge 301 , 000 289 , 000 265 , 000 253 , 000 
Rocky Comfort ... o- -o- -o- -o-
Wes�boro 2 , 000 -o- -o- -o-
APPENDIX D 






· Intangible Taxes 
Tuition from Patrons 
Transportation from 
patrons 
ti Other Local ( Gr . 1-·12 ) � Food Services 
Student Body Activities 
Community Serv�ces 
All Other Local 
Total ·Local !�come 
County Income 
Fines , Forfeitures , 
Esch.eats , etc . 
State Assessed Utility 
Tax 
Other County Income 
Total County Income 
TABLE D-1 
INCOME . DATA FOR HORNERSVILLE:S�N�TH FOR TWO YEARS BEFORE 
AND TWO YEARS AFTER REORGANIZATION · 
Befo,re Reoraanization 
196l-l962 ._ , ,  : . - 19-62�1983 " 
Hornersville Senath Hornersvil.le Senath 
After Reoraanization 
1964-1965 1965-1966 
$ 80 , 39 8 . 46 $152 , 154 . 60 $ · 00 , 019 . 91 $158 , 16 6 . 17 . $261 , 658 . 38 · $260 , 766  . •  69  
2 , 576 . 83 . 7 , 839 . 11 2 ,0 3 3 . 13 8 , 822 . 38  9 ,l00 .61  9 , 193 . 57 
1 ; 399 . 93 2 , 236 . 5 8 958 . 66 2 , 194 . 28 2 , 808 . 50 1 , 451 . 21 
-o- 150 . oo -o- 400 .00 -o- -o-
-o- -o- . -o.,;. -o- -o- """.0- . 
405 . 00 -o- -o- 3 , 551 . 04 -o- lf.59 . 66 
9 , 285 . 93 32 , 905 . 27 7 , 424 . 27 32 , 209 . 84 34 , 722 . 80 36 ,45 5 . 37 
9 , 207 •. 94 3 3 , 496 . 93 . 9 , 662 . 5 2 37 , 097 . 8 5 41 , 5 5 7 . 73 41 , 618 . 91 
-o- -o- -o� -o- -o- -o- . 
177 . 32 2 2144 . 62 55 .. 95 -o- 4 , 907 . 52 3 ,830 .43 
$103 , 451 . 41 $ZaQ ,927 . ll $10lhI5"�L 44 $2�2 ,41+1 . 5!> $354 , 75'.5-�4_· . $353 .7.1s .. 84 
$ 368 . 82 $ 840 . 06 $ 459 . 59 $ 1 , 046 . 80 $ 4 , 398 . 74 $ 3 , 964 . 52 
11 ,60 3 . 09 . 27 , 513 . 0 8 13 , 824 . 57 28 , 141 . 94 54 , 567 . 60 52 , 274 . 60 
-o- -o- 481 . 92. -o- -o- -o-
$ 11 , 971 . 91. $ 28 , 353 . 14 . $ 14 , 766 . 02 . $ 29 ,188 . 77 $ 5 8 , 966 . 34 $' 56 , 239 .. l2 
Income · 
State Income 










extbook )  
Total State Income 
Federal Income · 
EOA 
ESEA 
Public Law 815 





Other Federal through 
State 
Total Fed�ral Income 
Total Revenue Receipts 
.TABLE D-1 ( cont inued ) 
Befope ReorganJ.�atiop 
19&1'-1962 . 1962�1963" 
Horn�sville : Senath Hornersville · Sena-th 
After Reorganizat.ion .  
1964-1965" . 19"65-1966 
$103 ,458 . 00 $222 ,284 . -00 $102 , 517 . 00 $203 ,911 . 00 , $300 , 838 . 00 $28.9 , 591.. 00 
11 ,923 . 00 30 , 208 . 00 
5 ,054 . 00 3 , 500 .00 
-o- 1 ,000 .00 
4,239 . 23 9 ,6 55 . 69 
$124 ,674 . 23 $266 ,647 �69 
. -o- -o-
-o- -o-
-o- -0:- _ 
-o- �o-
$ 1 ,721 . 06 $ 3 , 146 . 69 
· 709 . 58 4 , 161 . 06 
3 , 385 . 94 8 ,16_9 .  57 
-o- -o-
-o� -o- . 
$ 5 , 816 . 5 8 $ 5 , 477 . 3 2 
$245 ;914 . 13 $541 , 405 . 26"  
12 ,142 . 00 
3 , 500 . 00 
-o-
3 , 641.. 3J. 
28 , 339 .00 
3 , 500 . 00 
· 1 ,000·._oo  
8 ,293 . 82 
. -





$ 528 � 7 5 $ 2 , 751 . 46 
2 , 555 . 63 4 , 291 . 5 8 
2 ,906 . 03 10 , 220 .• 04 
-o- -o-
-o- -o-
$ 3 ,690 . 41 $ · 17 , 263 . 08 
$240 ,411 � 18 $533 ,937 . 20 
54 , 556 . 00 60 ., s 2� . oo 
9 ; �00 . 00 7 , 185 . 00 
-o- 1 ,00_0 .  00 
11 , 307 .02 16 ,179 . 65 
$376 , SOl . Ol $374 , 484 . 65  
-o- -o-
-o- $131 , 896 . 48 
-o- -o-
-o-- :-0-
$ " 8 ,068 .63  46 2 . 00 
3 , 47 2 . 00 5 , 853 . 00 
9 ,407 . 98 9 , 100 . 3 8 
. -o- -o-
-o- .ll1298 . 00 
$ 20 ,948 .61  $153 ,609 . 86 
$811 ,171 . 50 $943 ,109 . 46 
TABLE D-1 ( continued ) 
Before Ree!:&anization . 
Income ·1961-1962 , 1962-1963 ·· 
Nonrev�nue Receipts 





$ ·  212 . 21 
-o-
Total Nonrevenue Receipts ·$ 212 . 21 
Receipts from Other 
Districts-. 
For - Tuition 
For Transportation 
Total Receipts from 
Other Districts 
Gross -Receipts 
$ · 1 , 114 . 54 · 
-o-
$ 1 , 114 . 54 
$�47 , 249 . 08 
Senath HQrnersville · · Senath 
-o- -o- $125 , 418 . 27 _ . • 
$ 41 . 00 $ 2 20 . 85 _ 10 , 050 . 00 
. -o- 415 . 94 2422009 . 02 
$ 41 . 0 0 $ 636 . 79 , $36 8 , 432 . 29 
$ . 2 , 790 . 00 $ - 1 , 00 2 . 54 $ 3 , 360 . 00 
-o- -o- -o- . 
$ 2 , 790 . 00 $ · 1 , 002 . 54 $ 3 , 360 . 00 




1964-1965 1965�1966 '  -
-o- -o-
413 . 88 $ 5 , 055 . 00 
289 . 67 617 . 90 
703 . 55 $ 5 , 672 . 90 
-o- $ 1 ;585 . 99 
..;.�- -e-
-o- . $. 1 ; 585 . 99 





EXPENSE DATA FOR HORNERSVILLE-SE�ATH · FOR TWO YEARS BEFORE 
Expenditures 
Administration 
Salaries , Secretary 
of Board 
Salaries , Treasurer 
-of Board 
Salaries , Superintendent 
Salaries , Other 




ESEA , Title I 
ESEA·, Title III  . 
Total Adm�nistration 
Instruction 
AND TWO YEARS AFTER REORGANIZATION . . 
Before , Reorsanization 
. 1962·1963. . .  · 1961-1962 
Hornersville Senath· Hornersville Senath' 
-o- $ 150 . 00 $ 27 . 06 $ 150 . 00 
-o- 200 . 00 -o- 200 . 00 
$ 7 , 368 . 54 7 , 999 . 92 6 , 455 . 22 8 , 199 . 9 6 
2 , 639 . 99 5 , 229 . 84 2 , 880 . 14 5 , 430 . 00 
113 . 80 117 . 6 5 70 . 05 326 . 70 
600 . 00 587 . 50 600 � 00 635  .. 00 
297 . 05 243 . 56 287 . 02 350 .34 
· 1 , 486 . 02 959 . 79 1 ,464 . 99 891 . 71 
-o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- . -o- . -o- -o- .  
$ 12-, 505 . 40 $ 15 , 548 .26 $ 11 , 784·. 48 $ 16 , 183 . 71 
After Reorsanization 
1964-1965 . . 1965-1966 
$ 150 . 00 $ 150 . 00 
200 . 00 200 . 00 
16 , 200 . 00 16 , 870 . 10 
9 , 369 . 84 9 , 512 . 94 
780 . 32 265 . 87 
750 . 00 1 ,195 . 00 
453 . 18 1 ,469 . 08 
2 ,7 50 . 07 l. , 623 . 89 
-o- 4 ,059 ; 17 
-o- -:-0-
$ 30 ,6 53 . 41 $ 3 5 , 346 . 0 5  
Salaries , Principals · $ 5 , 649 � 46 $ 5 , 462 . 45 $ 5 ,484 . 06 $ 5 ,.6 2 8 • 6 3 . $ 12 , 19 9 • 8 8 $ 11 , 843 . •  11 
Salari�s , _ S�pervisors 
and Consultants -o- 5 , 462 . 47 -o- 5 ,628 . 78 12 ,199 . 96 11 , 843 . 19 
Salaries , 'Teachers 96 ,147 . 20 238 ,771 . 6 2 107 ,726 . 77 2 31 , 637 . 30 348., 018 . 56 341 , 527 . 75 
Salaries ,  Substitute . 
Teachers . 1 , 167 . 76 2 , 707 . 50 1 , 631 . 63 3 , 220 . 20 4 , 905 . 65 3 , 90 1 .08  
Sala�ies ,  Librarians -o- 4 , 200 . 00 -o- 4 , 299 . 9 6 4 , 700 . 17 4 , 800 . 00 




Instruction ( cont . )  
Free Textbooks 
School Library Resources 
Other Printing , Publica-
tions , Ins.tructional 
Material 
Instructional - Supplies 
(Excluding Library) 
Textbooks ,' ESEA , Titl:-e II 
Sc�ool Library Resources , 
· ESEA , Ti�l� II 
Other Instructional Mate-




ESEA , Title ·I 





Other , Expenses _ 
ESEA , Title I 
. T9tal Attendance , 
Services 
TABLE D-2 ( continued) . 
Before Rearsanization 
1961;...19&2 - 1962�1963' · 
Hornersville · Senatlf · Horpersville Senath 
After Reerianizatien 
1954.:195-5· --r§SS-1966 
$ 3 , 824 . 9 3 $ 9 , 655 . 69 $ 4 , 412 . 9 5 $ 8 , 293 . 82 · $ 11 , 307 �02 . $ 16 , 179 . 65 . 
970 . 46 657 . 74 469 . 41 617 . 95 2 , 422 . 81 3 ,08� . 28 . 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o-. -o- 15 , 857 . 06 
-o- -o- -o- -e- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -O:- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- . -o- -o- -o-
3 , 018 . 31 8 ,9 84. . 19 9 , 403 . 06 9 , 671 . 57 21 , 321-. 04 -o-
3 , 84� . 32 . 8 5 5  . 46 3 ,.565 . 29 1 , 5 54 . 17 . 2 , 516 . 00 155 . 82 
--e- -o- -o- . -o- -o- 35 , 154 . 6 5  
- - -o- -o- -o- -o� -o- ... g-
$114 , 710 . 19 $276 , 757 .12 $132 , 727 . 64 $270 , 558 . 38 $420 , 491 . 01 $445 , 7 57 . 28 
$ 250 . 00 $ 1 , 080 . 00 $ 225 . 00 $ 1 , 074 . 00 $ 1 , 299 . 00 · $ 1 � 330 . 00 
-o- -o- -o- -0-:- -o- -o-
-,':'" 
-8- -e ... -G- awe� �-
. _;t 
-•-





ESEA , Title I 





Replacement of Vehic�e 
Insurance on Busses 
Operation and Maintenance 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Transportation 
0Eeration of Plant 
Salaries 
.. 
Fuel for Heat 
Utilities (Except Heat ) 
Supplies (Except 
Utilities } 
Other Operational Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Operation of 
Plant 
TABLE D-2 (continued ) 
-- --
Bef�re Reor1anization 
1961-19,62 �  . .. 1962-19'63" After Reorsanization 
Hornersville · senath HornersviU.e 
-o- -o- _ $ 101 . 60 
$ . 227 . 51 $ 82 . 89 -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$ , 227 . 51 $ 82 . 89 $ 101 . 6 0 
$ 4 , 666 . 5 5 $ 16 , 594 . 14 $ 4 , 92� . 78 . 
· ..;o- 3 , 46 5 . 00 -o-
�o.;..; -o- -o-
767 . 09 1 , 489·; 53 1 , 297 . 96 
'+ , 002 . 22 11 , 485 .. 91 3 , 507 . .  70 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 9 , 435 . 86 $ . 33 ,034 . 58 $ 9 ,  729' . 44 
$ 4 , 906 . 04 $ · 15 , 947 . 40 $ 5 ,760 , 6 3  
4 , 994 . 5 3 7 , 84-0 . 8 3 4 ; 736 . 91 
3 , 586 . 67 · 7 , 55 9 . 58 , 4 , 02 5 . 41 
2 , 555 . 45 2 , 636 � 51 3 , 159 . 12 
322 . 55 , 461 . 81 20 3 . 77 
-o- -o- -o-, 
$ 16 , 365 . 24 $ 34 , 446 . 13 $ 17 , 885 . 84 
Senath · 1964-19.65 1965�1966 
-o- -o- $ 81 . 60 
$ . 44 . 30 $ 28  . 67 468 . 01 
-o- -o- 2 , 809 .l.3 
$ 44 . 39 $ 28 . 67 $ 4 , 3 53 . 74 
$ 16 , 391 . 66 . $ 28 ,62� . 22 . $ 27 , 552 . 66 
3 , 473 . 00 3 ,657 . 5 0 
4 , 591 .J.7 14 ,50 3 . 70 . 
1�470 .. 44 2 , 993 . 32 
10 , 451 . 71 16 , 218 ."57 
-0'.".'" -o-
-o- . 
11 , 060 . 00 
3 , 2Q6 . 51 · 
12 , 900 . 59 
6 2577 . 00 . I .  
$ 36 , 477 . 98 . $ 6 5 , 994 . 31 · $ 61 , 29� . 76 
$ 14 , 780 . 78 . $ 18 , 382 . 75 · $ 18 , 9 2� . 26 
8 ,040 . 42 11 , 236 . 71 10 , 882 . 12 
8 , 475 . 56 . 14 , 341 . 5 5 14 ,405 . 20 
1 , 920 . 02 5 ,- 328 . 29 4 , 52 3 . 01 
151 . 77 974 . 36 346 . 8 5 
-o- -o- 866 . 02 
$ · 3 3 , 568 . 56 $ 50 , 26 3 . 66 $ 49 , 951 . 46 
tv 
Expenditures 




Replacement of Equipment · 
Upkeep and Materials 








Insurance on Building 
and Equipment 
Other Fixed Ch�ges 
ESEA, Title ·I 
Te�al Fixed Ch�ges 
Total Current 
Expenditures 
TABLE ,D-2 ( continued) 
Befo�e Reersanization 
- 1961�1962 1962�19�3 After �eorsanization 
Horner,;;vilie . Senath . · .  Hornersville Senath 1964-1965 ' 1965-1966 
$ 204 . 50 $ 141 . 25 $ 54 . 00 -o- -o- -o-
582 . 09 -o- 812 . 00 -e- $ 1 ; 015 . 48 $ 9 8 5 . 3 8 
88 . 67 71 . 80 358 . 90 .-..·.--t, -o-- -�: · · -o-
2,933 . 5 0 2 ,493 . 46 1 ;785 . 59 $ 1 , 999 . .  60 2 , 971. . 98 5 , 132 . 25 
-o- . -o- -o- -o- -0'."" l 2l.8 . 19 
$ 3, 808 . 76 $ 2,706 . 51 $ 3,010 . 49 $ - 1, 999 . 60 · $ 3 ,987 . 46 $ 7 , 335 . 8 2 
$ 6,021 . 0 2 . $ 15, 642 . 24 . $ 7 , 241 . 57 $ 15 , 258 . 70 $ 23,379 . 05 $ 24,692 . 14 
682 . 96 1,758 . 18 · 51Lf. . 88 1, 859 . 57 3, 048 . 30 3,731 . 94 
2, 215 . 81 4 , 964 . 37 1,158 . 35 4,111 . 41 9 , 185 . 37 7 , 017 . 8 5 
30 . 00 -o- 126 . 90 106 . 60 174 . 57 176 . 19 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 2 2 .170 . 70 . 
$ • 8 ' 9'+9. 79 I $ 22 ,364 . 79 $ 9 , 041 . 70 $ 21, 336 . 28 $ 35 , 787 . 29 ' $ 37,788 . 8 2 








Other Food Services 
Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Food Services 
Expense 
Student Body Activities 
Student Body Activities 
Expense 
ESEA , Title ·  I 





ESEA , Title I 
Total Community 
Service- Expense 




T-ABLE D-2 ( continued) 
Befo�e Reo!:&aniz•·tion 
1961..-1962 1962�1963 Afte� Reorganiz�tion 
Hornersville 
$ ,  2 , 93 3 . 21 
12 ,621 . 14 
325 .65 
-e-
$ 1s , aa� . oo 
$ 10 ,050 . 10 
-o-
$ 10 ,050 . 10 
$ 
$ 
378 . 97 
-o-
378 . 97 
-o-
-0.,. 
$ l. ,624 . 10 
Senath Hornersville 
$ 16 ,144, .  75 . $ 
35 ;619 . 66 
565 . 46 
-o-
2 , 722 . 51 
8 , 953 . 73 
180 . 00 
'.'""0-
Senath. 
$ 14 , 315 . 6 3  
36 , 370 . 45 
577 . 80 
-e-
1964�1965 1965-1966 
$ 16 , 274 . 7 2 
31 , 450 .67  
2 , 489 .6 3 
-e� 
$ 14 , 769 . 21 
34 , 596 . 23 
2 , 087 . 74 
1=,88_0 . 82 . 
$ 52 ,329 . 87 · $ 11 , 856 . 24 $ 51 , 263 . 88 , $ 50 , 215 . 01 $ 53 ,334 . 00 
$ 30 ,648 . 65 
-o-
$ 7 , 598 . 94 
-o-
$ 34 ,060 . 27 $ ·42 ,676 . 24 
-o- -o-
$ 48 ;4-08 . 36 
394 . 75 




$ 146 . 50 
65 , 768 . 34 
-o-
85 . 45 
-o-







$ 451 . 15 $ 657 . 10 . $ 






12 , 917 . 22 
-o- }--J CD 
+ 
Expenditures 




Other Capital Outlay 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Capital Outlay 
Expense 
Debt . Service Expense 
Retirement 0£ Bonds 
Printing and E_ngraving 
Bonds 
Interest on Bonds 
T-otal Debt Service 
Expense 
Payment Between School 
Districts 




Tuition , Mentally 
Retarded Program 
Total Payment Between 
Schools 
Gross Expenditures 
TABLE D-2 ( continued ) 
�� -
Before Reoraanization 
196J.-1962 1962-l.-gf)3 After Reorsanization 
Hornersville Senath Hornersville Senath l964-1965 1965-1966 
$ 3 , 856 . 33 $ 6 , 19 6 . 69 $ 3 , 607 . 75 $ 5 ,649 . 40 · $ 26 , 929 . 40 $ 5 ,449 . 23 
. 948 . 70 334- . 04 6 , 444 . 66 295 . 00 4 , 663 . 77 9 ,7 6 2 . 51 
-o- 5 , 390 . 00 6 , 6 53 . 6 5 5 , 525 . 00 -o- -o-
27 . 00  3 , 525 . 7 5  -o- 4 , 155 .. 32  8 25 . 30 2 , 954 . 84 . 
--0- -o- -o- -o- -o- 24 . 843 . 94 
$ 6 ,456 . 13 $ 81 ,361 . 3 2 $ 16 , 16 6 . 06  $ 30 ,452 . 78 $1.47 , 787 . 73 $ 56 , 33 3 . 84 
$ 8 , 000 . 00 $ 18 , 5 00 . oo . $ 8 , 000 . 00 $ 19 , 000 . 00 $ 37 , 00 0 . 00 $ 3 8 , 000 . 00 
-o- -o- -o ... -o- -o- -o-
8 , 278  • . 43 19 ,038 .. 75 8 !450 . 93 18 , 548 . 75 28 � 30 0 . 00 26 ,936 . 25 
$ 16 , 278 . 43 $ 37 , 5 38 . 7 5 $ 16 , 450 . 9 3 $ 37 , 548 . 7 5 $ 65 , 300 . 00 $ 64 , 936 . 25 
$ 628 . 14 $ 940 . 00 $ 425 . 6 5 $ 3 , 929 . 00 $ _ 8 , 046 . 02 -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- 304 . 6 0 -o- 264 . 73 1 , 228 . 38 $ 901 . 3 5 
$ 628 . 14 $ 1 , 244 . 60 $ 425 . 65 $ 4 , 193 . 73 $ 9 , 274 . 40 $ 901 . 3 5 







Tui t·ion from Pa trot).s 
TABLE D-3 
INCOME DATA FOR HOLLAND�STEELE FOR TWO YEARS BEFORE 
AND TWO YEARS AFTER REORGANIZATION 
Before Reorganization 
1961-1962 1962:...1963 
Holland . Steele Holland Stee.le 
. . 
$ , 53 ,755 . 12 $117 ,342 . 88 $ 58 ,602 . 36 $122 , 973 . 73 
3 , 502 . 09 5 ,688 . 63 2 , 215 . 53 9 , 447 . 54 
258 . 07 1 ,313 . 39 253 . 91 1 , 264 . 27 
486 . 7 5 88 . 7 5 151 . 63 -o-
Transportation from Patrons -o- -o- -o- -o-
Other Local . ( Gr .  1-12 ) 1 ,183 . 8 2 2 , 577 . 21 1 , 367 . 86 2 , 719 . 70 
Fooc;l Services 10 ,474 .. 35 19 ,71L 76 10 ,003 . 11 22 ,693 . 83 
Student · Body Activities 8 ,904 . 70 22 , 239 . 48 9 , 452 .60 20 ,688 . 37 
Community Services --o- . -o- -o- -07 
All Other Local 512 . 47 5 ,033- . 17 476 . 42 6 , 729 . 98 
After Reorsanization 
1964-.1965 1965-1966 
$178 , 023 . 5 7 $176 , 232 . 26 
11 , 772 . 89 12 , 103 . 90 
: 2 , 297 . 24 . 2 , 11i, . 9o -o- 898 . 04 
-o- -o-
4 ,696 .67 4 , 730 . 79 
31�65 8 . 52 30 ,953 . 20 
30 ,378 .98 31 ,010 . 74 
-o- . -o-
3 , 903 . 12 5 � 120 . 25 
Total Local Income $ 79 ,077 . .  37 $173 ,995 . 27 $ 82 , 523 . 42 $186 , 517 . 42 · $262 ; 730 . 99 $263 , 761 . 08 
County Income . 
Fines , Forfeitures , 
Es�heat.s , etc . 
State Assessed Utility Tax 
Other County Income 
Total County Income 
$ 43 5 . 56 
11 ,970 . 95 
-o-
$ 12 , 406 . 51 
$ 631 .62  
22 , 722. . 82  
-o-
$ 23 ,354 . 44 
$ 388 . 89 $ 683 . 39 $ 1 , 747 .69 $ 2 ,114-4 . 3 5 
11 , 824 . 80 26 , 769 . 8 5 41 ,103 . 29 42 ,150 . 77 
-o- . -o- -o- -o-




TABLE D-3 ( continued ) 
Before . Reor1anization 
Inco�e 1961-1962 1962�1963 




Additional Amount · 
Trall$portation 
Exceptional Pupil and/ 
$126 , 062 . 00 
15 , 117 . 00 
$228 , 464 . 00 
23 , 053 . 00 
or Orphan . Aid -o- 7 , 544 . 00 
Building Aid -o- -07 
Fore_ign Insurance · ( Textbook )  6,300 . 95 9 , 137 . 33 




PuJ;>lic Law 815 -o- . -o-
Public. Law 874 -o- -o-
NDEA $ 549 . 21 $ 1 ,401 . 00 
Vocational Aid 2 , 725 . 20 3 , 014 . 45 
School Lunch 2 , 816 . 32 8 , 796 . 97 
School Milk -o- -�-
Other Federal Through State -o- -o-
$111 , 800 . 00 
16 ,937 . 00 
7 , 000 . 00 
-o- . 
4,6.83 . 93 





$ 1 , 106 . 07 
2 , 700 . 70 
2 , 639 . 5 7 
-o-
-o-
$215 , 67 2 . 00 
23 , 137 . •  50 
7 , 350 . 00 
-o-
8 , 230 . 96 




-o� .  
$ 245 . 00 
3 , 34� . 13 
7 , 112 . 00 
-o-
-O-:-
Total Federal Income $ 6 , 090 . 73 . $ 13 , 212 . 42 , $ 6 ,446 . 34 $ 10 , 705 . 13 
Total Revenue Receipts $245 , 054 . 56 $478 ,760 . 46 $241 , 604 . 38 _ $479 , 066 . 25 
After Reor1anization 
19.64-1965 1965-1966 
$304 , 720 . 00 
44 , 465 . 00 
24 , 850 . 00 
-o-
ll ,'691 . 21 
$315 , 593 . 00 
60 , 867 . 00 
21 , 350 . 00 
2 5 , 000 . 00 
19,604 . 20 
$ 3B5 ,726 . 21 .$442 , 414 . 20 
-o- -o- . 
-o- $ 66 , 25 0 . 00 
-o- -o- . 
-o- -o-
$ 1 , 5 79 . 65 1 , 210 . 09 
5 ,446 . 00 10 , 038 . 00 
8 , 840 . 72 s , s1q . 24 . 
-0-:- 2 , 480 . 23 
-o- -0-
$ 15 ; 866 . 37 $ 8 5 , 548 . 56 






Sale of Bonds 
Property Sales 
Insu�ance Proceeds 
Total N�nrevenue Receipts 









TABLE D-3 ( contin�ed ) 
Befo�e Reor1anizatio� 
1961-1962 1962-1963  
Holland Steele Holland Steele · 
-o- $302 , 502 . 95 -o- -o- . 
52 . 50 319 . 04 $ · 50 . 00 $ 163 . 00 
-o- 500 . 00 674 . l'+ 203 . 15 
52 . 50 $303 , 321 . 99 $ 724 . 14 $ 366 . 15 
$ , 6 , 135 . 67 $ 1 , 453 . 67 $ 9 , 869 . 80 $ 1 , 646 . 22 
921 . 90 -o,- 914 . 50 92 . 80 
-;,::-. 
7 , 057 . 57 $ 1 , 453 . 67 · $ 10 ,784� 30 $ 1 ,739 . 02 







-o- $10 0 , 000 . 0 0 
28 . 00 5 81 . 67 
J. , 078 . 83 1 , 382 . 35 
1 , 106 . 83 $101 ,964 . 02 
3 , 858 . 25 $ 14 , 013 . 22 · 
1 , 347 . 90 620 .70  
5 , 206 . 15 · $ 14 , 6 33 . 92 





EXPENSE DATA FOR HOLLAND-STEELE FOR TWO YEARS BEFORE 
AND . TWO YE,ARS AFTER REORGANIZATION 
Before · Reorganiution 
Expenditures !961-1962 " .. 1962-1963 After Reorganization 
Holland Steele . Holland Steele 196-4-l.965 l.965-1966 
Admin.istration 
Sa+aries , Secretary of 
Board -o- $ 150 .00 -o- $ 148 .65 . $ 150 . 00 $ 147 . 36 
Salaries, Treasurer of 
Board -o- .. -o- -o- -07 -o- -o-
Salaries , Superintendent $ 7 , 599 . 96 $ - 4 , 200 . 00 $ 7 , 800 . 00 4 , 250 . 04 8 , 500 . 08 9 , 250 . 00 
Salaries , Ot�er 2 , 707 . 44 3 , 200 .. 04 2 , 797 . 75 3 ,36 4 . 89 6 , 465 . 83 6 ,9 26 . 11 
School Election and. Census 148 . 5 5 318 . 58 46 .65  5 8 . 35 548 . 40 225 . 71 
Audit 600 . 00 900 . 00 636 . 00 984 . 00 1 , 304 . 00 l. , 314 . 00 
Supplies 319 . 12 201 . 14 260 .90 424 . 69 786 . 78 980 . 73 
Other Expense 715 . 70 201 . 11 550 . 9l 256 . 72 l. , 521 . 71  536 . 96 
ESEA, Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 269 . 46 
ESEA ,- Ti �le III -o- -o- -o- ".""0 ... -o- -o-. 
Total Administration $ 12 ,090 . 7 7 $ 9 , 170 . 87 · $ 12 , 092 . 21 . $ 9 , 487 . 34 -$ 19 , 276 . 80 $ 19 ,650 . 33 
Instruction 
Sala:rie.s , Principals $ 13 ,901 . 34 $ 16 ,020 . 38 · $ 14 , 5 71 . 35 $ 17 ,039 . 90 $ 33 ,900 . 12 $ 32 , 150 . 6 8  · 
Salaries, Supervisors 
and Consultants -o- 6 , 520 . 00 -o- 6 , 8 80 . 66 8 , 500 . 08 · 9 , 250 . 00 
Salaries, Teachers 10 2 , 140 . 37 181 , 129 . 08 105 , 931 . 56 l85 , 573 . 30 300 ,010 . 35 325 , 105 . 71 
Salaries, Substitute 
Teachers 2 ,35 2 . 96 1 , 86 2 . 55  1 , 26 2 . 66 3 ,660 . 10 9 , 129 . 01 · 4 , 271 .03 
Salari�s, Librarians . -o- . 2 ,09� . 24 -o- 2 , 125 . 08 4 , 5 50 . 04 4 , 733 . 71 
Salaries, . Other -o- 2 , 02q . 15  -o- 2 , 255 . 51 2 , 439 . 00 5·, 731 . 91 � 
Expenditures 
Instruction ( cont . )  
Free Textbooks 
School . Library Resources 
Other Printing and Pub- . 
lications ,' In�tructional 
Material 
Instructional Supplies , 
Excluding Library 
Textbooks , ESEA , Title II 
School Library Resources , 
ESEA , Title II  
Other Instructional , Mate­




ESEA , Title I 






ESEA , Title I 
Total Attendance Services 
$ 
TABLE D-4 ( continued ) 
Before Reor1anization 
1961-1962 " 1962-1963 
Holland Steele Holland Steele . ·  
After Reorganization 
1964-1965 1965-1966 
6 , 028 � 08 $ 6 , 522 . 96 $ 4 , 683 . 12 $ 8 , 470 . 18 · $ 13 , 416 . 81 $ 12 , 080 . 59 
868 . 79  2 , 690 . 20 844 . 86 3 , 171 . 77 3 , 784 . 5 9 2 , �47 .48 
--o- -o- -o- . -o- -o- -07 
-o- -O-:- -o- -o- -o- -o� 
-o- -o- -o- . -.o- -o- -0-:-
-o- -o- -07 -o- -o..;, -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- . 
2 , 149 . 48 5 , 227 . 53 2 , 850 . 03 6 , 296 . 71 8 , 550 . 9 9 14 , 904 . 43 
864 . 72  2 , 754 . 43 1 , 301 . 47 2 , 0�4 . 02 4 , 702 . 29 4 , 044 . 57 . 
-0- -o- -o- -o- -o- 21 , 220 . 16 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-









400 . 00 -o-
-o- -o-
-o- -o� 
400 . 00 -o-
$ 1 , 800 . 00 $ 1 , 783 . 20 
-o- 2 .  32  
-o- . -o-





ESEA , Title I 




Replacement of . Vehicle 
Insurance on Busses 
Operation and · Maintenance 
ESEA , Title I 
Total T�ansportation 
Operation of Plant 
Sal�ies ·. 
Fuel for Heat · 
Utilities ( except . Heat ) 
Suppiies ( except Utilities ) 
Other Operational . Expense 
ESEA -, Title ·I 
Total Operation of Plant 
$ _  
$ , 
$ 
TABLE D-4 · (continued ) 
Before Reor1anizatien . 
1961�1962\ . 1962-1963 
Holland . Steele . Holland Steele 
-o- -o- . . 
After Reor1anization 
1964-1965 · 1965-1966 
-o-- -o- .. 
5 . 23 $ 
-o- . 
-9-
122 . 26 $ 
-o-
-o-
23 . 71 $ 
-o-
131 . 13 $ 
-o-
105 . 61 $ 345 . 34 
-o� 4,123 . 86 
5 . 23 $ 122 . 26 $ 23 . 71 $ 131 . 13 $ 105 . 61 $ ·  4 , 469 . 20 
9 , 088 . 99 
-o- . 
-o-
812 . 77 
8 , 024 . 86 
-o-
$ 14 , 504 . 87 
-o-
-0:-
457 . 40 
17 ,406 . •  52 
-o-
$ 14 , 791 . 92 
-o-
-o- . 
575 . 95 
7 , 339 . 74 
-o-
$ - 14 , 505 . 6 5  
-o-
10 , 573 . 40 
340 . 80 
14 , 972 . 53 
-o .... .  
$ 24 , 514 . 6 5 
-a- . 
15 � 995 . 44 
8 32 . 42 
24 , 94� . 42 , 
-o-
$ 22 , 578 . 24 
-o-
12 , 170 . 20 
1 , 6 86 . 26 
15 ; 592 . 90 
-o-
$ 17 , 926 . 62 $ · 32 , 368 . 79 $ 22 , 707 . 61 $ 40 , 392 . 38 $ 66 , 285 . 93 $ 52 , 0 27 . 60 
$ 5 , 399 . 74 · $ 
4 , 226 . 63 
4 , 262 . 84 
1 , 892 . 12 
167 . 07 
-o-
9 , 5 51 . 89 
6 , 801 . 17 , 
6 , 368 . 74 
3 , 139 , 71 
412 . 51 
-o-
-o- $ 
5 , 013 . 91 
4 , 558 . 58 
2 , 268 . 83 
6 2 . 26 
-o-
9 , 629 . 20 
8 , 321, . 63 . 
6 , 102 . 83 
3 , 178 . 6 9 
450 . 94 '. 
-o-
$ 18 , 505 . 28 
11 , 7 28 . 24 
11 , 256 . 54 
5 , 438 . 45 
895 . 45 
-G-
$ 17 , 375 . 7 3  
12 , 435 . 45 
12 , 328 . 30 
7 , 225 . 6 8  
1 , 187 . 88 
-o� 
$ 15 , 9�� . 40 . $ 26 , 27� . 02 $ 11 , 903 . 58 $ 27 , 683 . 29 $ 47 , 823 . 96 $ 50 , 553 . 04 
..... "' 
.,_, 
TABLE D-4 ( continued ) 
===== 
Before . Reorganization 
Expenditures . 1961�1962 · · 1962-1963· · · After ReorganizatiQn 
Holland Steele · · Holland Steele 1964-196S 1965-1966 
Maintenance of . Plant 
Salaries - -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- $ 6 , 206 . 57 
Contracted Services $ 17 5 . 51 -o- $ 123 . 00 -o- -o- 3 . 05 
Replacement of Equipment 108 . 41 $ 2 ,096 . 10 387 . 5 2 $ 15 , 743 . 6 5 . $ 5 ,643 . 81 7 , 950 . 64 
Upkeep and Mat�rials 5 , 222 . 86 7 ,115 . 12 4 ,661 . 28 5 , 750 . 74 , 26 , 942 . 57 18 ,371 . 12 · 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o7 -o- 89 . 42 
Total Maintenance of Plant $ 5 , 506 . 78 $ 9 , 211 . 22 $ 5 ,171 . 80 $ 21 ,494 . 39 $ 32 , 5 86 .38  $ 3 2 ,6 20 . 80 
Fixed Charges 
Retirement , District 
Cont�ibution $ 7 ,445 . 78 $ 12 , 590 . 94 $ - 7 , 731 . 78 $ 12 , 931 . 51 · $ 21 ,34� . 17 $ 23 , 874 . 8 5 · 
Social Security , District 
Contribution 732 . 7 5 1 , 220 . 41 789 . 09 763 . 24 2 , 838 .· 59 2 , 293 . 79 
Insurance on Building 
and Equipment · 2 , 5 52 . 75 . 3 , 988- . 13 2 ,682 . 14 2 , 950 . 07 . 6 , 19 5 . 31 · 7 ,604 . 21 
Other Fixed - Charges -o- 256 . 25 -o- 573 . 44 215 .39  215 . 04 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- . -o- 531 . 33 
Total Fixed Charges - $ 10 , 731 . 28 $ 18 ,055 . 73 · $ 11 , 203 . 01 $ 17 , 218 . 26 $ 30 , 594 . 46 $ 34 , 519 . 22 · 
Total Current Expenditures $190 , 514 . 82 $322 ,044 . 01 $194 , 946 . 97 $353 , 974 . 02 · $587 ,456 . 42 $631 ,165 . 98 
Food Services 
Sa�a�i�s $ 3 , 792 . 11 $ - · 7 , 915 . 00 $ 3 , 988 . 25 $ - 7 , 835 . 96 $ 15 ,393 . 00 $ 15 , 860 . 46 
Food Supplies 11 ,172 . 89 20 , 894 . 98 · 10 , 575 . 91 22 , 987 . 30 25 ,855 .02 26 , 72S . 6 9 · 
Other Food Services 
Expense 144 . 71 694 . 74 218 . 56 834 . 22 · 761 . 25 1 , 944 . 28 
ESEA , Title · I -o- -o- -:-o- -o- -o- 4,058 . 49 · ·� 
. � 
Total Food Service Expense $ 15 ,109 . 71 $ 29 , 504 . 72 $ 14 , 782 . 7 2 $ 31 ,657 . 48 $ · 42 ,009 . 27 $ 48 , 588 . 9 2 
Expenditures 
Student Body Activities 
Student Body Activities 
Expense 
ESEA , Title 1 
· Total Student - Body 
Activity 
Community Services 
Couununity Service Expense 
E SEA , Title I 
Total Collllllunity Service 
Expense 







Other Capital Outlay 
ESEA , Title I 








TABLE D-4 ( continued ) 
Bef-ore Reor1anization 
1961-.1962 1962-1963 After Reorsanization 
Holland Steele Holland . Stee.le . 1964-l.965 1965-1966 
8 , 873 . 15 $ 21 , 997 . 25 $ 9 , 065 . 06 $ 20 , 481 . 45 $ 30 , 5 90 . 15 $ 28 , 82 2 . 3 5  
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
8 , 87 3 . 15 $ 21 , 997 • 2 5 · $ 9 , 065 . 06 $ 20 , 481 . 45 $ 30 , 590 . 15 $ 28 , 822 . 35 
100 . 00 $ 932 . 00 $ 100 . 00 $ 766 . 00 $ 460 . 00 $ 658 . 36 
-o- -()- -o- -o- -o- -0-
100 . 00 $ 9 32 . 00 $ 100 . 00 $ 766 . 00 $ 460 . 00 $ 658 .. 36  
-o- $ 600 . 00 -o- $ 5 , 958 . 46 $ 350 . 00 -o-
-o- i77 , 28 2  • . 72  -o- 161 , 30 9 . 52 1 , 936 . 79 . $184 ,657 . 19 
1 , 667 . 45 2 , 438 . 29 $ 379 . 95 5 ,043 . 70 5 ,483 . 15 8 ,717 . 93 
190 . 90 -o- 550 . 00 959 . 16 7 54 . 00 237 .  04  
1 , 615 . 95 -o- 2 , 157 . 82 -o- 1 ,475 . 88 1 , 376 . 72 · 
6 , 221 . 60 11 , 584 . 41 5 , 791 . 43 -o- -o- -o-
125 . 30 -o- -o- 124 . 40 1 , 127 . 51 493 . 90 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 604 . 89 
9 , 821 . 20 · $191 ,905 . 42 $ 8 , 879 . 20 $173 , 395 . 24 . $ 11 , 127 . 33 · $ 196 , 0 87 . 67 
w 
Expenditures 
Debt Service Expense 
Retirement of Bonds 
Printing and Engraving 
Bonds 
Interest on Bonds 
Total Debt Service 
Expense 
Payment . Between School 
D istricts 
Tuition to Other Districts 
Transportatin to Other 
Districts 
Tuition , Mentally Retarded 
�rogram 
7otal Payment Between 
Schools 
Gross Expenditures 
TABLE D-4 { continued } 
Before Reor1aniza:tion 
1961-1962 1962-1963 After Reor1anization 
Holland · Steele Holland Steele 1964-1965 1965-1966 
$ 9 , 000 . 00 $ 24 , 000 . 00 $ 9 , 000 . 00 $ 26 , 000 .. 00 $ 37 , 00 0 . 00 $ 38  ·, 000 . 00 
-o- 170 . 75 -o-. -o- -o- 178 . 3-8 
5 , 9 5 tl�2_6_ 10 , 948 . 38 S , 706 . 52 15 , 847-. 88 . l.9 ,524 . 61 20 ,251 . 16 
$ 14 , 958 . 26 $ 35 ,119 . 13 $ 14 ,706 . 5 2 $ 41 , 847 � 88 $ 56 , 524 . 61 $ 58 , 429 . 54 
$ 5 , 341 . 95 $ 6 , 0 58 . 00 $ 5 , 272 . 47 $ 4 , 931 . 00 $ 16 , 994 . 10 -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
$ 5 , 341 . 95 $ 6 ,058 . 00 $ 5 , 272 . 47 $ 4 ,931 . 00 $ 16 , 994 . 10 -o-









Intangible Taxes · 
Tuition from Patrons 
Transportation from Patrons 
Other Local (Gr .  1-12 ) 
Food Services 
Student Body Activities 
Cormnunity Services 
All Other Local 
Total Local Income 
County Income 
Fines , Forfeitures , 
AND TWO YEARS AFTER REORGANIZATION 
Before Reorsanization 
1961-1962 1962-1963 
Arbyrd Cardwell Arbyrd Cardwell 
$ 41 ,722 . 74 $ 49 � 977 . 45 $ 41 ,469 . 64 · $ 50 , 778 . 41 
2 , 127 . 9 8 3 , 377 . 32 2 , 409 . 26 2 , 968 . 25 
184 . 31 913 . 83 160 .. 90 729 . 32 
-o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- 1 , 482 . 00 1 ,  719 ·. 27 3 �155 . 11+ 
8 , 81+5 . 40 7 , 978 . 75 8 ,66 9 . 31 7 , 445 . 23 
9 , 572 . 60 9 , 375 . 6 9  10 , 805 . 97 12 , 258 . 34 
-o- -0- -o- -o-
1 ,152 . 12 1� 812 . 25 -o- -o-
$ 63 ,605 . 15 $ 7 4 , 917 . 29 $ 65 , 23� . 35 $ 77 , 334 . 6 9 
After Reorsanization 
l.964-1965 1965-.1966 
$ 96 , 276 . 43 $ 97 , 237 . 81 
6 , 302 . 64 5 ,793 -. 83  
1 , 169 . 30 346 . 84 ·  
-o- -o-
-o- -o-
2 , 281 . 78 2 , 291 . 66 
13 , 131 . 68 13 , 2ll. 20 
14 ,741 . 33 13 , 155 . 62 
-o- -o-
1� 769 . 6 5  12632 . 84 
$135 , 67 2 . 81 $133 , 669 . 80 
Escheats � etc . $ 323 . 71 $ 472 . 30 $ 403 . 38 $ 588 . 54 � $ 2 , 468 . 75 $ 4 , 444 . 23 
State Assessed Utility Tax 7 , 663 . 06 12 , 280 . 84 8 , 338 . 39 13 , 342 . 88 23 , 881 . 73 27 ,412 . 19 
Other County Income -o- 873 . 00 -o- 861 . 36 1 ,955 . 03 -o-




TABLE D-5 ( continued } 
Before Reor1anization 
IncQme 1961-1962 1962-1963 After Reorsanization 
Arbyrd �dwell Arbyrd Cardwell 1964-196 5 1965-1966 
State. Income 
Equalization ,  Teacher 
Preparation and 
Additional Amount $ 61·, 845 . 00 $ 87 , 895 . 00 · $ 59 , 721 . 00 · $ 85 ,100 . 00 · $125 ,485 . 00 · $123 ,36 8 . 00 
Transportation 6 , 871 . 00 7 ,968 . 00 5 ,608 . 00 8 , 574 . 00 15 ,796
,r
® .. 23 , 440 . 00 
Exceptional Pupil and/or 
Orphan Aid 2 ,660 . 00 3 ,500 . 00 3 ,500 . 0-0 3 , 500 . 00 6 ,300 . 00 7 , 000 . 00 
Building Aid · -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Foreign Insurance 
( Textbook) 3 , 720 . 77 5 ,428 . 66 3 , 195 . 98 4 i 662 . 98 6 , 345 . 97 10 ,641 . 14 
Total State Income $ 75 ,096 . 77 $104 , 791 . 66 $ 7 2�024 . 98 $101 , 836 . 98 $153 ,926 . 97 · $164 , 449 . 14 
Federal Income 
EOA -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- $ ' 6 ,066 . 00 · 
ESEA --0- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Public Law 815 -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Public Law 874 -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
NDEA $ 1 ,350 . 00 $ 1 , 413 . 20 $ 978 . 78 $ 1� 881. 92 $ 1 , 422 . 6 8 2 , 409 . 23 
Vocational Aid -o- 3 , 169 . 14 . -o- 2 , 848 . 18 2 , 898 . 00 · 2 , 048 . 10 
School Lunch 3 , 254 . 59 · 2 ,972 . 57 3 , 701 .91 3 , 582 . 87 , 3 , 523 . 49 3 , 524 . 44 
School Milk -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Other Federal Thr�ugh 
State -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 57 , 546 . 56 
Total Federal Income $ 4 , 604 . 59 $ 7 , 554 . 91 $ 4 , 680 . 69 $ 8 ,312 . 97 $ 7 , 844 . 17 $ 71 ,594 . 33 




Sale of Bonds 
Property Sales 
Insurance Proceeds 
Total ·Nonrevenue Receipts 




Total Receipts from 
Other Districts 
Gros s  Receipts 
$ 
$ 
TABLE D-5 ( continued ) 
Before Reor1anization 
1961-1962 1962-1963 
Arbyrd Cardwell Arbyrd Cardwell 
-o- -o- -o- -o-
40 . 00 -o- -o- -o-
12863 . 05 -o- $ 85 . 00 -o-
1 , 902 . 0 5  -o- $ 8 5 . 00 -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o-




-o- $ 827 . 80 
-o- -o-









EXPENSE DATA FOR ARBYRD-CARDWELL FOR TWO YEARS BEFORE 
AND TWO YEARS AFTER REORGANIZATION 
Before Reorganization 
Expenditures 1'961-1962  1962-1963 After Reorsanization 
Arbyrd Cardwell Arbyrd Cardwell 1964-1965 1965-1966 
Administration 
Salaries , Secretary of 
Board $ 100 . 00 $ 100 . 00 $ 100 . 00 · $ 100 . 00 $ 100 . 00 $ 100 . 00 · 
Salaries , Treasurer of 
Board 100 . 00 50 . 00 100 . 00 50 . 00 100 . 00 5 0 . 00 
Salaries , Superintendent : 6 ,000 . 00 2 , 526 . 75 6 , 000 . 00 2 , 736 . 48 3 , 900 . 00 4 , 149 .-86 
Salax'ies , Other 3 , 099 . 96 2 , 098 . 56 3 , 099 . 96 2 , 116 .41 4 , 570 . 00 -S , 188 . 35 
School Election and · census 50 . 00 41 . 61 50 . 00 130 . 00 135 . 24 117 . 94 
Audit 140 . 00 795 . 00 11.f.O . OO -o- -o- 1 , 050 . 00 
Supplies 274 . 16 607 . 26 244 . 75 635 . 00 · 8 11 . 98 782 . 84 
Other Expense 278 . 94 1 ,.200 . 00 524 . 03 .. \. 503 . 09 1 ,-959 . 00 1 , 153 . 25 
ESEA , Titl.e I -o- -o-. .-o- -o- -o- -o-
ESEA , Title III -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Administration $ 10 ,043 . 06 $ 7 ,419 . 18 $ 10 , 258 . 74 $ 6 , 270 . 98 $ 11 , 576 . 22 $ 1.2 , 59 2 . 24 . 
Instruction 
Salaries , Principals $ 9 ,288 . 27 · $ 4 , 413 . 47 $ 9 ,488 . 11 $ 4 , 156 . 14 $ 5 , 999 . 93 $ 6 , �03 . 22 
Salaries , Supervisors 
and Consultants -o- 2 , 5 26 . 81 -o- 2 , 736 . 48 3 , 900 . 00 4 , 149 . 85 
Salaries ,  Teachers 59 ,681 . 07 98 , 188 .. 70 61 , 590 . 03 101 , 056 . 47 153 , 621 .. 7 5  159 , 876 . 96 
Salaries , Substitute 
Teachers 972 . 50 595 . 00 643 . 7 5 1 , 010 . 00 3 , 556 . 91 1 , 7 85 . 5 5 
Salaries , Librarians -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Other -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
� 
TABLE D-6 ( continued ) 
Before Reorsanization 
Expenditures .1961-1962  1962-1963 After Reorianization 
A:rbyrd Cardwell Arbyrd Cardwell 1964-1965 1965-1966 
Instruction ( cont . ) 
Free Textbooks $ 3 , 720 . 77 $ 5 , 137 . 20 $ 3 , 195 . 98 $ 4 ,730 . 02 $ 6 , 280 . 31 $ 10 , 641 . 14 
School Library Resources 302 . 74 108 . 24 -o- 37 . 75 6 41 . 92 2 , 618 . 01 
Other Printing and Publi-
cations , r·nstructional 
Material -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Instructional Supplies , 
Excluding Library -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 7 , 098 . 58 
Textbooks· , ESEA , Title II  -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
School Library Resources , 
ESEA , Title II  -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Other Instructional Mate-
rial , ESEA , Title II -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Instructional Supplies 8 , 528 . 10 2 , 442 . 23 7 , 13.1 . 59 1 , 935 . 86 4 , 147 . 30 -o-
Other Instructional 
Expense -o- 1 , 445 . 69 1 , 190 . 60 1 , 390 . 19 . 1 , 588 . 74 893 . 21 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 2 , 314 . 43 
ESEA , Title III -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 12 , 949 . 15 
Total Instructional 
$ 8 2 , 493 . 45 $114 ,8 57·. 34 $ 83 , 240 . 06 $117 ,052 . 91 $179 , 736 . 86 · $ 208 ,730 . 10 Expense 
Attendance Services 
Salaries $ 225 . 00 $ 225 . 00 $ 225 . 00 · $ 225 . 00 $ 360 . 00 $ 360 . 00 
Other Expenses -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-





ESEA , Title I 




Replacement of Vehicle 
Insurance on Busses 
Operation and Maintenance 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Transportation 
Operation of Plant 
Salaries 
Fuel for Heat 
Utilities (Ex�ept Heat) 
Supplies (Except Utilities ) 
Other Operational Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Operation of Plant 
TABLE D-6 (continued) 
Before Reor1anization 
1961-1962 1962-1963 After Reor&anization 
Arbyrd Cardwell Arbyrd Cardwell 1964-1965 1965-1966 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- $ 2 , 008 . 00 
$ 50 . 98 -o- -o- -o- -o- l , 392 . 47 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
$ 50 . 9 8 -o- -o- -o- -o- $ 3 , 400 . 47 
$ 764 . 5 5 $ 2 , 470 . 04 $ 910 . 50 $ 4 , 247 . . 87 · $ 9 , 270 . 54 · $ 10 � 278 . 39 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o- 11 ,916 . 56 5 , 059 . 0 0  
331 . 60 441 . 50 281 . 80 388 . 45 780 . 61 913 . 40 
2 , 354 . 21 4 � 007 . 25 2 , 969 . 49 3 , 395 . 87 8 , 697 . 5 8 6 , 557 . 34 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
$ 3 , 450 . 36 $ 6 , 918 . 79 · $ 4 , 161 . 79 $ 8 , 032 . 19 $ 30 ,665 . 29 ·  $ 22 , 808 . 13 
$ 8 , 229 . 46 $ 8 , 48 8 . 54 . $ 8 , 605 . 65 $ 4 , 2 33 . 53 $ 8 , 9 28 . 63 $ 9 , 609 . 44 
2 , 757 . 07 4 , 969 . 44 · 1 , 975 . 35 4 , 9 27 . 15 6 , 574 . 31 8 , 271 . 23 
2 , 496 . 87 2 ,770 . 58 2 , 392 . 18 3 , 241 . 00 6 , 104 . 27 6 , 500 .42 
1 , 295 . 46 3 , 371 . 44 1 , 25 6 . 32  2 , 164 . 98 4 , 722 . 87 5 , 287 . 60 
55 . 60 17 6 . 2 2 386 . 79 81 . 62 175 .49 139 . 30 · 
-o- -o-. -o- -o- -o- -o-
$ 14 , 834 . 46 $ 19 , 776 . 22 $ 14 , 616 . 29 $ 14 , 648 . 28 $ 26 , 50 5 . 57 $ 29 , 807 . 99 . 
TABLE D-6 ( continued ) 
Before Reor1anization 
Expenditures 1961-1962 1962-1963 After Reorganization 
Arbyrd Cardwell Arbyrd Carowe11 · 1964-1965 1965-1966 
Maintenance of Plant 
Salaries -o - -o- -o- $ 2 ,429 . 10 $ 1 , 387 . 10 $ 1 , 6 20 .. 00 
Contracted Services $ 4 , 727 . 31 -o- -o- -o- -o- �o-
Replacement of Equipment 29 . 64 $ 389 . 30 $ 2 , 000 . 00 573 . 5 2  425 ·. 26 269 . 80 
Upkeep and Materials 67 . 80 2 , 147 . 53 3 , 367 . 77 2 , 520 . 94 3 , 564 . 69 4 , 0 37 . 80 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Maintenance of Plant $ 4 , 824 . 75 $ 2 , 536 . 83 $ 5 , 367 . 77 $ 5 ,S23 . 56 $ 5 , 377 . 0 5 $ 5 ,927 . 60 
--
Fixed Charges 
Retirement , District 
Contribution $ 4 , 536 . 00 $ 6 , 466 . 07 $ 4 , 486 . 04 $ 6 , 708 . 44 $ 10 , 064 . 51 $ 11 , 083 . 02 
Social Security , 
District Contribution 399 . 8 2 456 . 09 456 . 31 618 . 38 1 , 17 5 . 42 1 ,706 . 87 
Insurance on Building 
and Equipment 1 ,783 . 66 2 , 724 . 7.1 1 , 560 . 0 5 12 , 147 . 89 2 , 703 . 29 · 3 , 053 . 90 
Other Fixed Charges -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
ESEA ., Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Fixed Charges $ 6 , 719 . 48 - $ 9 , 646 . 87 $ 6 , 502 . 40 $ 19 , 474 . 71 $ 13 , 943 . 22 $ 15 , 843 . 79 
Total Current Expenditures $122 ,641 . 54 $161 ,380 . 23 $124- , 372 . 0 5 $171 , 227 . 63 $268 ,164 . 21 $ 299 ,470 . 32 · 
Food Services 
Salaries $ 1 , 980 . 00 $ 2 , 358 . 76 $ 1 , 990 . 50 $ " 2 , 350 . 74 . $ 6 , 08 2 . 52 $ 6 , 710 . 56 
Food Supplies 9 , 306 . 12 , 9 , 442 . 41 8 , 944 . 01 9 , 501 . 49 13 , 378 . 50 15 , 558 . 24 
Other Food Services Expense 640 . 0 5 907 . 52 928 . 18 614 . 5 2 1 , 208 . 23 1 , 574 . 70 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
1') 
Total Food Service Expense $ 11 ,926 . 17 · $ 12 ,708 . 69 · $ 11 , 86 2 . 69 $ 12 , 466 . 75 $ 20 ,669 . 25 $ 23 , 843 . 50 
Expenditures 
Student Body Activities 
Student Body Activities 
Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Student Body 
Activity 
Community Services 
Community Services Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Conunun�ty Services 
Expense 







Other Capital Outlay 
ESEA , Title I 






TABLE D-6 ( continued ) 
Before Reor1anization 
1961-1962 196 2-1963 
Arbyrd Cardwell Arbyrd Cardwell 
7 , 311 . 39 $ 8 , 387 . 97 $ 8 ,872 . 87 · $ 10 , 088 . 66 
-o- -o- -o- -o-
7 , 31L 39  · $ 8 ,3 87 . 97 $ 8 , 872 . 87 $ 10 ,088 . 66 
-o- --o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o-
1 ,071 . 42 -o- $ 273 . 06 $ 4 , 168 . 56 
1, 580 . 52 $ 388 . 00 1 , 33 5 . 31 · -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- 9 , 230 . 07 -o- -o-
-o- 601 . 48 -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o-
2 ; 651 . 94 · $ 10 , 219 . 5 5 $ 1 , 608 . 37 $ 4 , 168 . 56 
After Reo.!:lanization 
1964-196-S 1965-1 966  
$ 17 ,062 . 50 ·  $ 13 , 641 . 93 
-o- -o-
$ 17 , 062 . 50 $ 13 , 641 . 9 3 
-o- $ · 5 , 786 . 88 
-o- -o-
-o- $ 5 , 786 . 88 
-o- -o-
$ 7 , 110 . 66 $ 5 , 320 . 77 · 
-o- -o-
2 ,788 . 87 -o-
3 , 3 56 . 11 13 , 224 . 77 
-o- -o-
601 . 30 -o-
-o- -o-
$ 13 , 8 56 . 94 $ 18 , 54 5 . 54 
Expenditures 
Debt Service Expense 
Retirement of Bonds 
Printing and E_ngraving 
Bonds 
Interest on Bonds 
Total Debt Service Expense 
Payment Between School 
Districts 
Tuition to Other Districts 
Transportation to Other 
Distz,icts 
Tuition , Mentally Retarded 
Program 
Total Payment Between 
Schools 
Gross Ex,2_endi tur_�_s 
TABLE D-6 ( continued ) 
Before Reor1anization 
1961-.1962 1962-1963 
Arbl!:d Cardwell Arbyrd Cardwell 
$ 4 , 000 •. oo $ 11 ,031 . 27 $ 4 ,060 . 56 $ 8 , 000 . 00 
-o- -o- -o- -o-
2 ,794 . 00 7 , 920 . 30 2 ,7ll . 56 7 , 593 .60 
$ 6 , 794 . 00 $ 18 , 951 . 57 $ 6 , 772 . 12 $ 15 , 593 . 60 
$ 449 . 17 -o- $ 336 . 51.J. -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o-
$ 449 . 17 -o- $ 336 . 54 -o-
$151 ,i74 . 21 $211 , 648 . 01 $153 , 8 24 .64 $213 , 545 . 20 
After Reorsanization 
.1964-1965 .1965-1966 
$ 14 , 000 . 00 $ 15 , 000 . 00 
-o- -o-
112 731 . 27 10 2220 . 04 
$ 25 , 7 31 . 27 $ 25 , 220 . 04 
$ 633 . 98 -o-
-o- $ 751 . 44 
-o- -o-
$ 633 . 9 8 $ 7 51 . 44 









Tuition from Patrons 
Transportation from Patrons 
Other Local (Gr .  1-12 ) 
Food Services 
Student Body Activities 
Community Services 
All Other Local 
Total Local Income 
County Income 
Fines , Forfeitures , 
Escheats , etc . 
State Assessed Utility Tax 
Other County Income 
Total Income from County 
State Income 








(Textbook )  
Total State Income 
TABLE D-7 
INCOME DATA FOR ALMA-SANTA FE-BLACKBURN FOR TWO YEARS BEFORE 
AND TWO YEARS AFTER REORGANIZATION 
Before Reo£1$Dization 
i96l-1962 1962-1963 . After Reor&anization 
Alma Santa Fe Blackburn Alma Santa Fe Blackburn 1964-1965 1965-1966 
$ 46 ,975 . 19 $ 65 ,624 . 97 $ 32 , 562 . 82  $ 48 , 217 . 34 $ 66 , 916 . 54 $ 37 ,783 . 25 $195 ,037 . 54 $194 , 248 . 33 
163 . 90 2 , 947 . 63 423 . 76 197 . 27 2 , 353 . 26 394 . 1.� 4 , 741 . 33 2 , 708 . 72 
345 . 30 426 . 41 535 . 27 383 . 96 581 . 48 622 . 64 1 , 500 . 46 1 , 529 . 05 
-o- 164 . 00 -o- -o- 247 . 00 -o- 203 . 27 -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
661 . 28 116 . 50 24 . 02 460 . 77  231 . 94 21 . 28 682 . 11 849 . 50 
5 ,437 . 80 13 ,124 . 98 3 , 978 . 27 4 ,753 . 50 12 , 983 . 74 4 ,134 . 95 23 ,755 . 92 24 , 818 . 22 
5 , 388 . 73 8 ,492 . 06 3 , 626 . 67 5 , 259 . 90 7 ,708 . 08 3 ,043 . 83 12 , 890 . 36 15 , 888 . 50 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o- 30 . 00 -o- -o- -o-
$ 58 , 972 . 20 $ 90 ,896 . 55 $ 41 ,l�0 . 81 $ 59 , 272 . 74 $ 91 ,052 . 04 $ 46 , 000 . 14 $238 , 810 . 99 $240 ,042 . 32 
$ 552 . 08 $ 728 . 37 $ 203 . 84 $ 660 . 99 $ 835 . 09 $ 208 . 81 $ 1 , 660 . 39 $ 1 , 269 . 96 
13 , 287 . 53 18 , 283 . 59 6 , 358 . 62 13 ,780 . 00 18 , 826 . 71 6 , 588 . 78 44 , 557 . 91 47 , 117 . 69 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 3 . 40 -o-
$ 13 , 839 . 61 $ 19 ,011 . 96 $ 6 , 56 2 . 46 $ 14 ,440 . 99 $ 19 , 661 . 80 $ 6 , 797 . 59 $ 46 , 221 . 70 $ 48 , 387 . 65 
$ 11 , 342 . 00 $ 27 , 586 . 00 $ 13 ,758 . 00 $ 16 , 563 . 00 $ 37 ,933 . 00 $ 17 ,487 . 00 $ 66 , 455 . 00 $ 69 ,171 . 00 
3 , 127 . 00 7 , 375 . 00 -o- 3 , 348 . 00 7 , 640 . 00 -o- 13 , 561 . 00 16 ,725 . 00 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
12459 . 22 22250 . 47 910 . 64 1 , 622 . 50 22397 . 15 .  1 , 006 . 44 52114 . 66 32780 . 07 
$ 15 , 928 . 22 $ 37 , 211 . 47 $ 14 ,668 . 64 $ 21 , 533 . 50 $ 47 ,970 .15  $ 18 ,493 . 44 $ 85 ,130 . 86 $ 89 , 676 . 07 1'.) 0 
-I= 
TABLE D-7 ( continued ) 
Before Reorganization 
Income !961-=-1962 1962-1963 
Santa . Fe Blaclcburn Alma Santa Fe 
Federal Income 
EOA -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
ESEA -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Public Law 815 -o- $ 1 , 516 . 16 -o- -o- $ 2 , 346 . 00 
Public Law 874 -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
NDEA $ 970 . 86 1,703 . 28 $ 179 . 82  $ 423 . 67 1 , 001 . 09 
Vocational Aid -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
School Lunch 909 . 93 3 ,127 . 37 892 . 26 774 .46 3 , 100 . 79 
School Milk -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Other Federal Through 
State -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Federal Income $ 1 , 880 . 79 $ 6 , 346 . 81 $ 1 , 072 .08  $ 1 ,198 .13 $ 6 ,4�7 . 88 
Total Revenue Receipts $ 90 ,620 . 82 $153 ,466 . 79 $ 63 ,453 . 99 $ 96 ,445 . 36 $165 , 131 . 87 
Nonrevenue Receipts 
Sale of Bonds -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Property Sales -o- -o- $ 56 . 00 -o- $ 175 . 00 
Insurance Proceeds -o- $ 904 . 00 304 . 81 -o- -o-
Total Nonrevenue Receipts -o- $ 904 . 00 $ 360 . 81 -o- $ 175 . 00 
Rec�ipt� fI'Olll Other 
Districts 
For Tuition -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
For Transportation -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Receipts from -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-Other Districts 






$ 174 . 70 
-o-
749 . 09 
-o-
-o-
$ 923 . 79 
$ 7 2 , 214 . 96 
-o-
-o-
$ 658 . 60 









$ 632 . 00 -o-
-o- -o-
1 ,027 . 14 $ 1 , 940 .49 
-o- -o-
4 ,875 . 86 4 , 118 . 8 5 
-o- -o-
-o- -o-
$ 6 , 535 . 00 $ 6 , 059 . 34 













EXPENSE DATA FOR ALMA-SANTA · FE-BLACKBURN FOR TWO YEARS BEFORE 
AND TWO YEARS AFTER REORGANIZATION 
Before Reorganization 
I96I-19&2 Expenditures 1962-1963 After Reorganization 
Alma Santa Fe Blackburn Alma Santa Fe Blackburn 1964-1965 1965-1966 
AdministJ'ation 
Salaries , Secretary of 
Board $ 50 . 00 -o- $ 150 .00 $ 50 . 00 $ 50 . 00 $ 150 . 00 $ 100 . 00 -o-
Salaries , Treasurer of 
Board 50 . 00 -o- 50 . 00 50 . 00 50 . 00 50 . 00 100 . 00 $ 50 . 00 
Salaries , Superintendent 1 ,412 . 50 $ 3 ,428 . 52 -o- 1 ,582 . 61 3 , 697 . 37 -o- 7 � 709 . 64 9 ,000 . 0-
Salaries , other -o- 1 ,400 . 00 280 . 00 -o- 1 ,447 . 90 275 . 00 3 , 801 . 08 6 , 294 . 89 
School Election and Census 61 . 75 100 .06 29 . 95 62 . 00 102 . 49 47 .48 742 . 46 677 . 24 
Audit 200 .00 297 . 00 150 . 00 200 .00 311 . 51 200 . 00 725 . 00 480 . 00 
Supplies 226 . 85 15 .12 351 .10 299 . 86 1 . 50 258 . 21 630 . 97 399 . 61 
Other Expense 170 . 41 201 . 88 162 . 25 327 .41 315 . 85 230 .13 517 . 23 536 . 76 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
ESEA , Title III -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Administration $ 2 , 171 . 51 $ 5 ,442 . 58 $ 1 ,173 . 30 $ 2 , 571 . 88 $ 5 ,976 . 62 $ 1 , 210 .82  $ 14 , 326 . 3.8 $ 17 ,438 . 50 
Instruction 
Salaries , Principals $ .1 ,426 . 13 $ 3 , 142 . 77 -o- $ 1 , 582 . 61 $ 3 ,442 . 77 -o- $ 8 ,133 . 51 $ 12 , 300 . 00 
Salaries , Supervisors 
and Consultants -o- 1 ,714 . 32 -o- -o- 1 , 848 . 71 -o- 2 ,154 . 43 -o-
Salaries , Teachers 36 , 275 . 90 57 ,782 . 81 36 ,675 . 00 41 ,721 . 51 62, 685 . 62  38 ,602 . 50 133 , 311 . 72 145 ,615 . 07 
Salaries , Substitute 
Teachers 80 . 00 1 ,759 . 75 80 . 00 156 . 50 1 ,783 . 60 30 . 00 1 , 978 . 13 1 , 861 . 50 
Salaries , Librarians -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- ':...o-
Salaries , Other -o- 76 . 55 -o- -o- 60 . 03 150 . 00 -o- -o-
Free Textbooks 556 . 95 2 , 232 . 80 982 . 77 873 . 41 2 , 397 . 15 639 . 96 4 ,661 .42 3 ,785 . 00 
School Library Resources 285 . 47 257 . 84 32 . 60 725 . 79 303 . 60 446 . 38 656 � 48 968 . 66 
Other Printing and Publi-
cations , Instructional 
Material -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-;. -o-
Instructional Supplies 
{Excluding Library) -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Textboo�s , ESEA , Title II -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
School Library Resources , �· 
ESEA , Title II  -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- a, 
Expenditures 
Instruction (cont . )  
Other Instructional Mate-
rial , ESEA , Title II 
Instructional Supplies 
Other Instructional Supplies 
ESEA , Title I 






ESEA , Title I 




ESEA , Title I 




Replacement of Vehicle 
Insurance on Busses 
Operation and Maintenance 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Transportation 
Operation of Plant 
Salaries 
Fuel for Heat 
Utilities (Except Heat ) 
1961-1962 
Santa Fe 
$ -o- $ -o-
2 ,019 . 26 1 ,184 . 67 
482 . 70 1 , 569 . 57 
-o- -o-
-o-- -o-






$ 3 . 06 $ 18 . 32 
-o- -o-
$ 3 . 06 $ 18 .32 
-o- $ 1 ,161 . 30 
$ 7 , 509 . 08 7 , 545 . 68 
-o- -o-
-o- 123 . 15 
-o- 1 , 213 . 70 
-o- -o.-
$ 7 , 509 . 08 $ 10 , 043 . 83 
$ 3 , 600 . 00 $ 5 , 350 . 99 
1 ,877 . 21 2 , 636 .62 
1 ,479 . 69 1 ,649 . 39 
TABLE D-8 (continued ) 
Before Reorganization 
1962-1963 
Blackburn Alma Santa Fe 
$ -o- $ -o- $ -o-
753 . 60 2 ,179 . 7 2  1 ,193 . 97 
-o- 560 . 97 1 ,247 . 86 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -0- -0-






$ 6 . 00 $ 20 . 93 $ 9 . 47 
-o- -0- -o-
$ 6 . 00 $ 20 . 93 $ 9 . 47 
-o- -o- $ 675 . 00 
$ 5 ,375 . 50 $ 7 , 349 .43 10 , 265 . 60 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- 27 . 70 
229 .47 -o- 826 . 22 
-o- -0- -o-
$ 5 , 604 . 97 $ 7 , 349 .43 $ ll ,79q : 52 
$ 2 ,461 . 25 $ 3 , 699 . 96 $ 6 , 389 . 26 
968 . 74 2 ,104 . 46 3 , 043 .48 
883 . 61 1 , 643 . 77 1 ,714 . 93 
After Reorganization 
Blackburn 1964-1965 1965-1966 
$ -o- $ -o- $ -0-
1 , 045 . 27 5 , 832 .17 5 , 27 5 . 47 
178 .01 2 , 234 . 38 2 , 556 . 73 
-o- -o- -o-
-0- -0- -o-






-o- $ 15 .43 $ 40 . 70 
-0- -o- -o-
-o- $ l.S.43 $ AU;). 70 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 5 ,736 .40 $ 26 , 530 .42 $ 28 ,983 . 54 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
471 . 20 -o- -o-
·-o- -o- -0-
$ 6 ,207 . 60 $ 26 ,530 .42 .$ 28 ,983. 5� 
$ 2 ,800 . 00 $ 13 ,146 . 04 $ 13 , 520 . 04 
965 .'74 5 ,156 . 73 5 , 302 . 61 
899 . 77 4 ,359 . 81 4.953 . 23 
...J 
Expenditures 
Operation � � (cont . ) 
Supplies (Except Utilities ) 
Other Operational Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Operation of Plant 
Maintenance of Plant 
Salaries 
Contracted �ervices 
Replacement of Equipment 
Upkeep and Materials 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Maintenance of Plant 
Fixed Charges 
Retirement , District 
Contribution 
Social Security , 
District Contribution 
Insurance on Building 
and Equipment 
Other Fixed Charges 
ESEA , Titie I 
Total Fixed Charges 




Other Food Services Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Food Service Expense 
1961-1962 
Santa Fe 
$ 793 . 30 $ 1 ,140 . 71 
24 . 62 91 . 00 
-o- -o-
$ 7 , 774 . 82 $ 10 ,868 . 71 
-o- -o-
$ 832 . 38 $ 430 . 86 
520 . 65  1 , 899 . 46 
120 . 54 591 . 07 
-o- -o-
$ 1,473 . 57 $ 2 , 921 . 39 
$ 2 , 160 . 13 $ 3 , 960 . 12 
259 . 24 253 . 02 
741 . 57 1,934 . 34 
-o- 45 . 00 
-o- -o-
$ 3 , 160 . 94 $ 6 ,192 . 48 
$ 63 , 219 . 39 $105 , 208 . 39 
$ 2 , 187 . 50 $ 4 ,430 . 70 
4 , 257 . 97 12,129 . 84 
93 . 98 633 . 48 
-o- -o-
$ 6 , 539 .45 $ 17 ,194 . 02 
TABLE D-8 ( continued )  
Before Reor1an!zation 
1962-1969 
Blackburn Alnla Santa Fe 
$ 67 2 . 87 $ 830 . 06 $ 1 , 447 . 94 
-o- 4 . 70 305 . 94 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 4 , 986 . 47 $ 8 , 28 2 . 95 $ 12 ,901 . 5 5 
-o- -o- $ 30 . 00 
$ 156 . 45 $ 1 ,068 . 81 3 , 351 . 74 
-o- 409 . 21 1 , 079 . 5 9 
1 , 101 . 34 213 . 54 1 , 093 . 64 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 1 , 257 . 79 $ 1 , 691 . 56 $ 5 , 554 . 97 
$ 1 , 978 . 50 $ 2 , 694 . 68 $ 4 , 325 . 31 
252 . 51 194 . 22 324 . 03  
190 . 75 700 . 11 1 , 823 . 24 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$ 2 ,421 . 76 $ 3 , 589 . 01 $ 6 ,472 . 5.8 
$ 53 , 974 . 26 $ 71 ,306 . 27 $117 , 673 . 02 
$ 2 , 210 . 00 $ 2 , 27 5 . 00 $ 4 ,922 . 22 
3 , 943 . 73 3 , 734 . 15 10 , 377 . 90 
324 . 44 -o- 681 . 78 
-0:- -o- -o-
$ 6 , 478 . 17 $ 6 , 009 . 15 $ 15 ,981 . 90 
After Reorganization 
Blackburn 1964-1965 1965-1966 
$ 170 . 03 $ 2 , 218 . 71 $ 2 , 307 . 40 
-o- 281 . 10 403 . 81 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 4 , 835 . 54 $ 25 ,16 2 . 39 $ 26 ,487 . 09 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 396 . 3 5  $ 5 , 569 . 67 $ 3 , 865 . 68 
-o- .1 ,881 . 18 1 , 499 . 07 
1 ,069 . 24 1 , 955 . 12 1 , 939 . 6 5 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 1 ,465 . 59 $ 9 ,40 5 . 97 $ 7 , 304 . 40 
$ 2 , 322 . 00 $ 9 , 033 . 94 $ 9 , 966 . 18 
155 . 13 1 ,098 . 31 1 , 156 . 43 
190 .75  4 ,291 . 7 5 2 , 738 . 38 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$ 2 , 667 .• 88 $ 14 ,424 . 00 $ 13 , 860 . 99 
$ 57 ,479 . 5 5 $248 ,826 . 83 $266 ,477 . 6 5 
$ 2 , 230 . 00 $ 9 , 929 . 97 $ 10 , 232 . 50 
3 , 394 . 20 18 ,047 . 15 20 , 084 . 66 
329 . 21 747 . 21 442 .43 
-o- -o- -o-





Student Body Activities 
Student Body Activities 
Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Student Body Activity 
Conmrunity Services 
Co1J1Dunity Service Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Community Services 
Expense 







Other Capital Outlay 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Capital Outlay 
Expense 
� Service Expense 
Retirement of Bonds 
Printing and Engraving 
Bonds 
Interest on Bonds 
Total Debt Service Expense 
Pa.ybmt- ltetween School 
Districts 









Alma Santa Fe 
5 ,085 . 43 $ 8 , 788 . 86 
-o- -o-





-o- $ 95 . 41 
-o- -o-
512 . 71 1 ,404 .14 




1 ,052 . 40 $ 2 ,197 . 96 
6 , 000 .00 $ 11 ,000 .00 
-o- · 5 , 981 . 60 
2!350 . 46 -o-
8 , 350 . 46 $ 16 ,981 . 60 
-o- -o-
TABLE D-8 ( continued ) 
Before Reorganization 
--1:952..:1953 
Blackburn Alma Santa Fe 
$ 3 , 988 . 00 $ 5 ,152 . 26 $ 6 , 382 . 99 
-o- -o- -o-




-o- -o- $ 99 . 63 
$ 23 . 7 5  -o- 291 . 00 
-o- -o- 1 ,712 . 55 
35 . 00 $- 855 . 25 1 , 258 . 04 
1 , 055 . 90 636 . 88 -o-
719 . 32 -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -0-
$ 1 ,833 . 97 $ 1 ,492 . 13 $ 3 , 361 . 22 
-o- $ 6 , 000 . 00 $ 12 , 000 . 00 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- 21214 . 20 51651. 64 
-o- $ 8 , 214 . 20 $ 17 , 651 . 64 
-o.;.. -o- -o-
After Reorganization 
Blackburn 1964-1965 1965-1966 
$ 3 ,646 . 84 $ 13 , 543 . 45 $ 14 , 834 . 12 
-o- -o- -o-






$ 61 . 51 -o- -o-
248 . 67 $ 233 . 12· $ 2 , 600 . 00 
, 615 . 39 4 ,483 . 53 t 3 , 842 . 91 
-o- -o- -o-
90 . 36 139 .63 393 . 38 
-0- -o- -o-
$ 1 , 015 . 93 $ 4 , 856 . 28 $ 6 - 836 . 29 
-o- $ 19 ,000 . 00 $ 19 ,000 . 00 
-o- -o;... -o-
-o- 62843 . 07 61285 . 02 
-o- $ 25 , 843 . 07 $ 2 5 , 285 . 02 




Payment Between School 
Districts 
Tuition to Other Districts 
Transportation to Other 
Districts 
Tuition ,  Mentally Retarded 
Program 









$ 84 , 247 . 13 $150 , 370 . 83 
TABLE D-8 (continued ) 
Before R.eo!:aanizatlon 
1962-1963 











$ 68 ,095 . 73 
After Reo!:Sanization 
1964-1965 1965-1966 
$ 198 . 7 5  $ 300 . 00 
156 . 05 72 . 27 
-o- -o-
$ 354 . 80 $ 372 . 27 









Tuition from Patrons 
Transportation from Patrons 
Other Local (Gr .  1-12 ) 
Food Services 
Student Body Activities 
Comnunity Services 
All Other Local 
Total Local Income 
County � 
Fines , Forfeitures ,  
Escheats , etc . 
State Assessed Utility Tax 
Other County Income 











Total State Income 
TABLE D-9 
INCOME DATA FOR FAIRVIEW-MIDWAY-STELLA FOR TWO · YEARS BEFORE 
AND · TWO YEARS AFTER REORGANIZATION 
Before Reora:an1za:tion 
1961-1962 l.962-1963 After Reorganization 
Fairview FairYiew Nidwa;y: Stella Midwal StelljCI 1964-l.965 1.965-l.966 
$ 22 ,082 . 06 $ 36 ,415 . 82 $ 33 ,435 . 39 $ 21 ,069 . 67 $ 37 ,268 . 93 $ 34 ,491 . 89 $ 97 ,743 . 64 $103 , 972 . 46 
-o- -o- 1 , 260 . 69 1 ,.901 .57 964. 37 1 , 300 . 99 5 , 088 .47 1,002 . 09 
87 . 12 325 . 29 53 . 85 65 . 28 3.18 . 47 60 . 85 811 . 77 1 ,024 . 06 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -� -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- ..;.o- -o- -o-
523 . 13 1,090 . 51 2 , 063 . 06 595 . 80 531 .70 2 , 671.-58 4 ,679 .15 4 , 040 . 53 
4 ,435 . 07 9 ,106 . 79 8 ,458 . 99 4 ,656 . 98 8 ,679 . 60 9 , 598 . 83 21 , 329 . 70 20 ,779 . 56 
2 , 901 . 70 6 ,498 . 06 7 , 866 . 30 4 , 810 . 23 7 ,385 . 88 6 �956 . 38 13 ,114 . 82 10 ,479 . 14 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- 11157 . 05 -o- -o- 12638 . 71 -o- 31641 . 58 41091 .19 
$ 30,029 . 08 $ 54 ,593 . 52 $ 53 ,138 . 28 $ 33 , 099 . 53 $ 56 ,787 . 66 $ 5 5 , 080 . 52 $146 ,409 . 13 $145 , 389 . 03 
$ 2 ,066 . 87 $ 3 ,237 . 80 $ 3 , 542 . 72 $ 1 , 501 . 54 $ 2 ,152 . •n $ 2 ,654 . 49 $ 9 , 838 . 44 $ 9 ,174 . 16 
5 , 320 . 71 8 ,355 .. 93 9 , 901 .76  5 , 327 . 71. 8 ,104 .79 10 ,522 . 94 24 ,291 . 29 27 ,752 . 85 
-o- -o- -o- 106 . 38 -o- -o- -o- -o-
$ 7 , 387 . 58 $ 11 ,593 . 73 $ 13 ,444 . 48 $ 6 ,935 . 63 $ 10 ,257 . 21 $ 13 ,177 .43 $ 34 ,129 . 73 $ 36 ,927 . 01 
$ 23 ,007 . 00 $ 48 ,054 . 00 $ 59 ,922 . 00 $ 20 , 590 . 00 $ 4l: ,642 . 00 $ 55 ,721 . 00 $114 , 068 . 00 $105 ,865 . 00 
3 , 508 .00 9 ,804 . 00 10 ,707 . 00 2 ,877 . 00 9 , 080 . 00 10 ,514 . 00 22 ,915 . 00 28 , 360 . 00 
-o- -o- -o- -o- 2 ,800 . 00 -o- 2 , 800 . 00 5 ,600 . 00 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
12421 . 22 22226 . 36 2 , 87 9 . 02 12220 . 76 12749 . 93 22483 .43 42543 . 67 71643 . 61 






Public Law 815 





· Other Federal Through 
State 
Total Federal Income 
Total Revenue Receipts 
Nonrevenue Receipts 
Sale of Bonds 
Property Sales 
Insurance Proceeds 















-o- $ 321 . 24 
-o- 1,784 . 58 
$ 1 ,144 .49 1 , 641 . 88 
-0- -o-
-o- -o-
$ 1 ,144 . 49 $ 3 , 747 . 70 









$ 66 ,497 . 37 $130 ,019 . 31 
TABLE D-9 - (continued ) 
Before Reorganization 
1962-1963 





$ 810 . 00 $ 53 . 78 $ 502 . 11 
1 , 588 . 7 9  -o- 2 ,113. 29 
-1 ,470 . 64 1 ,111 . 88 1 , 840 . 53 
-o- -o- -o-
41538 . 76 120 .00 31110 .00 
$ 8 ,408 . 19 $ 1 , 285 . 66 $ 7 , 565 . 93 
$148 ,498 . 97 $ 66 ,008 . 58 $129 , 882 . 73 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$ 71137 .24 -0- $ 91 .03 




$155 , 636 . 21 $ 66 ,008 . 58 $129 ,973 . 76 
-�-�- - � 
After Reor1anization 
st.elia 1964-1965 1965-1966 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- $ 26 ,638 .62  
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- 11 ;15 5 . 00 
$ 110 . 39 $ 1 , 226 . 88  1 , 621 . 89 
1 ,739 . 61 2 ,428 . 00 2 , 548 . 00 
i" , 989 . 92 4 ,177 . 76 · 3 , i14 . 03 
-o- -o- 510 . 03 
61436 .00 31827 .00 -o-
$ 10 , 275 . 92 $ 11,659 . 64 $ 45 , 687 . 57 
$ 147 , 252 . 30 $336 , 525 . 17 $375,472 . 22  
-o- -o- -o-
-o- $ 30.00  -o-
-o- 11875.00 -0-
-o- $ 1 , 905 . 00 -o-
-o- s 664 . 00 -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- $ 664 . 00 -o-




EXPENSE DATA· FOR FAIRVIEW-MIDWAY�STELLA FOR TWO YEARS BEFORE 
AND TWO Y�ARS AFTER - REORGANIZATION · 
Before Reorganisation 
Expenditures 1961-*962,. 1962...;1963 After Reorganization 
Fairview Midway Stel:l.a Fairview Midway Steila '1964-1965 1965-1966 
Administration 
Salaries , Secretary of 
Boaz,d . $ 50 . 00 $ 100 . 00 -o- $ 25 . 00 $ 100 . 00 -o- $ 150 . 00 $ 150 . 00 ' 
Salaries , Treasurer of 
Board so . oo so . oo $ 1 , 524 . 92 2s . oo so . oo -!J- ·so . oo so . oo 
Salaries ,  Superintendent 5 , 850 . 0Q 3, 695 . 45 3 , 259 . 52 6 , 000 . 00 3 , 654 . 98 6 ,703 . 65 4 , 283 . 6 2  4,126 . 24 · 
· Salaries , Other 150 . 0C 1,494 . 18 350 . 00 -o- 2 , 092 . 77 1 ,586 . 08 1 .,796 . 30 2 , 203 . 96 
School Election and Census 25 . 00 90 . 00 30 . 00 100 . 00 48 . 00 30 : 00 231 . 61 216 . 00 
Audit 10 . 00 45 . 00 -o- 130 . 00 45 . 00 117 . 00 17 5 . 00 85 . 00 
Supplies 128 . 32 277 . 74 555 . 72 .45 . 08 635 . 50 246 . 99 361 . 77 449 . 86 
Other Expense 231 . 15 359 . 45 453 . 36 308 . 38 553 . 50 284 . 92 1 ,324 . 97 · l , 510 . 08 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
E�EA , Title III -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o.,.. -o-
Total Administrat ion $ 6 ,494 . 47 $ 6,111. 82 $ 6 , 173 . 52 $ 6 , 633 .46 $ 7 ,179 .75 $ 8 , 96.8 .64 $ 8 ,373 . 27 , $ 8 , 791 . 14 
Instruction 
Salaries , Pr1ncipals $ 2 , 000 . 00 -o- -o- $ 2 ,150 . 00 -o- -o- $ 15 , 906 . 72 $ 17 ,723 . 5 5 
Salaries , Supervisors 
and Consultants -o- $ 2 , 007 . 5 2 -o- -o- $ 2 , 214 . 30 �o- 4 , 279 . 67 4 , 297 . 12 
Salaries , Teachers 29 ,191 . 55 58 ,770 . 25 $ 62 , 060 . 15 29 , 681 . 82 62 ,791 . 19 $ 71 , 82_1 . 53 140 ,470 . 84 168 , 694 . 20 
Salaries , Substitute 
Teachers 150 . 00 123 . 7 5 210 . 00 250 . 00 150 . 00 1 , 338 . 20 2 , 000 . 85 984 . 39 
Salaries , Librarians -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Other 310 . 00 427 . 70 -o- -o- 480 . 16 -o- 1 ,993 . 11 3 , 241 . 74 
Free Textbooks 1 , 291 . 33 3 , 383 . 41 2 , 831 . 98 1 , 176 . 26 1 ,820 . 24 1 , 224 . 64 6 ,331 . 77 6 , 940 . 01 
School Library Resources a . so 657 . 12 3 , 310 . 28 204 .44 569 . 22 173 . 79 491 . 14 1, 411 . 32 
Other Printing and Publi-
cations , Instructional 
Material -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Instructional- Supplies 
{Excluding Library ) -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Textbooks , ESEA , Title II -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- "' 
School Library Resources , 1--' 
ESEA , Title II -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- w 
Expenditures 
Instruction (cont . )  
Other Instructional Mate-
rial , ESEA , Title II  
Instructional Supplies 
Other Instructional Supplies 
ESEA , Title I 






ESEA , Title I 




ESEA , Title I 




Replacement of Vehicle 
Insurance on Busses 
Operation and Maintenance 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Transportation 
Operation of Plant 
Salaries 
Fuel for Heat 
Utilities (Except Heat ) 
1961-1962 
Fairview Midway 
$ --o- $ -o-
587 . 37 1 , 990 . 8 5  
307 . 94 24 . 54 
-o- -o-
-o- -o-






-o- $ 15 . 49 
-o- -o-
-o- $ 15 .49 
$ 993 . 30 $ 6 , 723 . 32 
-o- -o-
-o- 2 , 500 . 00 
81 . 65 331 . 89 
2 , 837 . 99 6 , 53 2 . 11 
-o- -o-
$ 3 , 912 . 94 $ 16 ,087 . 32 
-o- $ 2 , 699 . 33 
$ 1 ,446 . 58 1 , 501 . 90 
957 . 65 1 , 884 . 28 
TAB.LE..-D!!"lO · {continued ) 
Before Reorganization 
1962-l.9i3 
Stella Fairview Midwax: 
$ -o- $ -o- $ -o-
4 , 936 . 57 458 . 58 765 . 67 
1 , 336 . 31 378 . 80 -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -0-






$ 204 . 53 $ 29 . 47 $ 16 . 70 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 204 . 53 $ 29 . 47 $ 16 . 70 
$ 6 , 827 . 97 $ 1 , 700 . 00 $ 6 , 211 .79  
-o- - -o- -o-
-o- -o- 2 , 250 . 00 
448 . 47 81 . 65 311 . 39 
4 ,001 . 70 3 , 538 . 23 5 , 336 . 19 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 11 , 278 . 14 $ 5 , 319 . 88 $ 14 ,109 . 37 
$ 2 , 876 . 57 $ 1 , 272 . 72 $ 2 , 754 . 28 
2 , 863 . 99 1 , 246 . 15 1 , 508 . 83 
1 ,400 . 74 1 , 257 . 71 2 , 076 . 59 
After Re!:?!Sanization 
Stella 1964-1965 1965-1966 
$ -o- $ -o- $ -o-
5 ,145 . 63 13 , 704 . 24 9 , 361 . 14 
3 , 720 . 14 1 ,466 . 58 899 . 39 
-o- -o- 17 , 128 .46 
-o- -o- 3 .. 610 .18 






-o- $ 860 . 00 $ 765 . 00 
-o- -0- -o-
-o- $ 860 . 00 $ 765.00  
$ 7 , 309 . 39 $ 17 ,452 . 92 $ 17 , 008 . 79 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- 3 ,989 . 09 4 ,472 . 00 
441 . 31 749 . 20 1 , 041 . 95 
3 , 782 . 64 8 , 542 . 32 14 , 841 . 01 
-o- -o- 159 . 50 
$ 11 , 533 . 34 $ 30 ,733 . 53 $ 37 , 523 . 25 
$ 3 , 244 .06  $ 7 ,102 . 99 $ 7 ,765 . 06 
2 , 414 . 16 5 ,136 . 30 4 ,445 . 42 
1 , 274 . 58 5 , 582 . 79 5 , 902 . 09 + 
TABLE D-lO · (continued ) 
Bef0%'9 Reorganization -----·· 
Expenditures 1961-1962 1962-196.3 After Reorganization 
Fairview Midway Stella Fairview Midway Stella 1964-1965 1965-1966 
Operation of Plant (cont . )  
Supplies (Except 
Utilities ) $ 60 . 76 $ 382 . 64 $ 1�688 . 12 $ �99 . 28 $ 817 . 15 $ 1 , 286 . 48 $ 1 , 863 . 89 $ 355 . 11 
Other Operational Expense 42 . 00 105 . 33 1 ,404 . 98 5 . 00 112 .73  161 . 75 75 . 30 297 . 95 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o� -o- -o-
Total Operation or Plant $ 2 , 506 . 99 $ 6 , 573 .48  $ 10 , 234 . 40 $ 4 , 280 . 86 $ 7 , 269 . 58 $ 8 , 381 . 03 $ 19 ,761 . 27 $ 18 ,765 . 63 
Maintenance of Plant 
Salaries 
- --
$ 1 , 394 . 88 $ 143 . 12 -o- $ 127 . 28 -o- $ 1 , 394 . 50 $ 2 ,150 . 03 $ 1 , 766 . 66 
Contracted Services -o- -o- $ 2 , 394 . 86 48 .83  -o- 165 . 89 -o- 2 ,632 . 95 
Replacement of Equipment 107 � 56 100 . 00 4 ,404 . 85 62 . 6 2  $ 185 . 92 212 . 8 5  257 . 12 2 , 506 . 00 
Upkeep and Materials 237 . 69 1 , 26 2 . 90 2 , 221 .10 574 . 93 2 ,087 . 87 6 , 877 . 18 3 ,153 . 80 5 ,713 . 08 
ESEA, Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 623 . 53 
Total Maintenance of Plant $ 1 ,740 . 13 $ 1 , 506 . 02 $ 9 , 020 . 81 $ 813 . 66 $ 2 , 273. 79 $ 8 , 650 .42  $ 5 , 560 . 95 $ 13 , 242 . 22 
Fixed Charges 
Retirement , District 
-Contribution $ 2 , 223 . 00 $ 3 ,°912 . 52 $ 4 , 635 . 63 $ 2 , 270 . 11 $ 4 ,107 . 00 $ 4 , 609 . 8 5  $ 10 ,795 . 50 .$ _ 12 ,125 . 16 
Social Security, Dis-
trict Contribution 178 . 45 454 . 25 328 . 06 118 . 53 491 . 80 672 . 32 1 ,710 . 66 1 , 242 . 59 
Insurance on Building 
and Equipment 733 .65 1 ,418 . 20 1 ,021 . 37 812 .71  1 ,499 . 77 1 ,124 . 49 4 , 271 . 02 3 , 858 . 00 
Other Fixed Charges 53 . 03 -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 273 . 00 175 . 00 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Fixed Charges $ 3 ,188 . 13 $ 5 ,784 . 97 $ 5 , 985 . 06 $ 3 , 201 . 3 5  $ 6 ,098 . 57 $ 6 ,406 . 66 $ 17 ,050 . 18 $ 17 ,400 . 7 5  
Total Current Expenditures $ 51 , 689 . 35 $103 ,464 . 24 $117 , 581 . 75 $ 54 , 578 . 58 $105 ,738 . 54 $127 ,364 . Q2 $268 ,984 . 12 $330 , 779 . 49 
Food Services 
Salaries $ 1 , 710 . 00 $ 3 , 263 . 96 $ 2 , 381 . 87 $ 1 ,724 . 00 $ 3 ,460 . 29 $ 2 , 682 . 12 $ 8 ,412 . 97 $ 8 , 342 . 32 
Food Supplies 3 , 520 . 52 7 ,357 . 63 8 , 878 . 68  3 , 558 . 98 7 , 277 . 82 8 ,906 . 16 17 ,061 . 00 20 ,164 . 31 
Other Food Services Expense 1 , 073 . 14 359 . 08 413 . 41 583 . 66 243 . 74 398 . 66 169 . 08 20 . 50 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 306 , 30 
Total Food Service Expense $ 6 , 303 . 66 $ 10 ,980 , 67 $ 11 ,673 . 96 $ 5 , 866 . 64 $ 10 , 981 . 85 $ 11 , 986 . 94 $ 25 ,643 . 05 $ 28 , 833 . 43 tv ..... 
01 
TABLE D�lO (continued ) 
. Before Reorganization �·· · ·�� . . .. . _ 
Expenditures 1961:..1962 1962-1963 After Reorganization 
Fairview Midway Stella Fairview Midway Stella 1964-1965 1965-1966 
Student Body Activities 
Student Body Activities 
Expense $ 3 ,625 . 39 $ 6 , 035. 67 $ 7�571 . 80 $ 5 , 561. 36 $ 7 ,749 . 44 $ 5� 928 . 63 $ 14 ,186 . 15 $ 9 , 263 . 17 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -<>-
Total Student Body Activity $ 3 ,625 . 39 $ 6 , 035 . 67 $ 7 ,�71 .ao $ 5 �561 . 36 $ 7 , 749 . 44 $ 5 , 928 . 63 $ 14 ,186 . 15 $ 9 .263.17 
Conmunity Services 
COD111Unity Service Expense -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- $ 123 . 50 -.o-
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- . -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Community Services _0_ -o- _0_ _0_ _0.,.. _0_ $ 123 .  50 -o-Expense 
Capital Outlay Expense 
Sites -o- -o- -o- -o- $ 469 . 53 -o- -o- -o-
Buildings -o- $ 119 . 71 $ 6 , 287 . 52 -o- -o- -o- $ 11 ,796 . 14 $ 1 , 594 . 39 
Equipment -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 3 ,059 . 37 2 , 7 23. 34 
Turniture $ 71 . 30 691. 68 -o- -o- 66� . 03 -o- 100 . 00 149 .  23 
Instructional Apparatus 631 . 50 300 . 31 -o- -o- 1 , 260 . 14 -o- 2 , 546 . 29 1 ,127 . 97 
New Busses -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Other Capital outlay -o- 853 . 31 -o- 1 ,148 . 00 3 ,794 . 28 -o- 683 . 90 -o-
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
To
E
tal Capital Outlay 
$ 702 . 80 $ 1 , 965 . 01 $ 6 , 287 . 52 $ 1 , 148 . 00 $ 6 ,-190 . 98 -o- $ 18 ,185 . 70 $ 5 , 594 . 93 xpense 
� Service Expense 
Retirement of Bonds -o- -o- $ 2 ,000 . 00 -o- -o- $ 2·,000 . 00 -o- -o-
Printing and Engraving 
Bonds -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Interest on Bonds -o- -o- l.92 . 00 -o- -o- 1.32 .00 -o- -o-





Payment Between School 
Districts 
Tuition to Other Districts 
Transportation to Other 
Districts 
Tuition ,  Mentally Retarded 
Program 







-o- $ 166. 75 
-o- $ 166 .75  
-
$ 6 2 , 321 . 20 $122 , 612 . 34 
TABLE D-10 (continued) 
Before Reo!:lanization 
1962-1963 
Stella Fairview M!dwaz 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- $ 182.52 
-o- -o- $ 182 . 52 





$ 141 . 81 





$ ,, ... so $ 419 . 12 
$ 374 . 50 $ 419 . 12 





INCOME DATA FOR GRAHAM-SKIDMORE-MAITl;AND ·FOR TWO YEARS BEFORE 
AND TWO YE:_ARS .AFTER · REORGANIZATION 
Before Reo�ani-zation 
Income 1.961-1962 1962-f9o3 After Reorganization 
Graham Skidmore Maitland Graham Skidmol'e Maitland 1964-1965 1965-1966 
Local Income 
Current"'ifaxes $ 58 ,217 . 03 $ 40 , 219 . 31 $ 58 ,220 . 21 $ 60 ,656 . 17 $ 39 ,411.f. .72 $ 56 ,873 . 25 $174 ,259 . 05 $180 ,681 . 57 
Delinquent Taxes 1 , 395 . 79 907 . 14 755 . 59 1 ,319 .79 1 , 359 . 35 502 . 39 2_, 985 . 77 3 ,142 . 29 
Intangible Taxes 84 . 95 296 .. 24 718 . 95 98 . 03 172 . 07 516 . 49 1 , 540 . 28 1 , 945 . 51 
Tuition . fl'Om Patrons -o- 325 . 00 ·-o- 400 . 00 219 .43 -o- 5 , 556 .47 -o-
TI'anspor.Z!:tion from Patrons 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 300 . 00 200 . 00 
Other 1 (Gr .  1-12 ) -o- 4 . 07 -o- 644 .34 58 .-30 673 . 40 1 ,660 .42 1 , 597 . 69 
Food Services 7 , 298 . 53 5 , 545 . 38 5 , 500 . 76 '1 , 955 . 5 3  - 5 , 853 . 70 5 , 845 . 66 23 ,239 . 96 22, 427 . 93 
Student Body Activities 8 ,100 . 75 6 , 822 . 49 6-, 298 . 19 9 ,199 .43 6 , 195 .14 6 , 952 . 32 14 ,996 . 52 16 , 924 . 89 
ColllllWlity Services -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 487 .00 -o- 4.681 . 81 
AU Other Local 11J9.&l -0- 11111.69 3�.50 -o- 26S .OO 31783. 78 -.191.47 
Total Local Income $ 75 ,246 . 66 $ 54 ,119 . 63 $ 72 , 671. 39 $ 80 ,63 7 . 79 $ 53 ,27 2 . 71 $ 72 ,115 .. 51 $223, 322 . 25 $235 , 793 . 16 
County � 
Fines , Forfeitures , 
Escheats , etc . $ 302 . 34 $ 198 . 79 $ 601 . 48 $ ..i:09 . 36 $ 129 . 16 $ 225 . 02 $ 1 , 235 . 32 $ 939 .77 
State Assessed Utility Tax 8 ,818 . 96 6 ,471 .62 1 ,130 . 33 9 , 25 5 . 64 6 ,720 . 53 9 , 769 . 71 26 ,968 . 20 30 , 312 . 00 
Other County Income 185 . 82 -o- s1986 .l.3 223 . �  -o- 573 . 70 -0- -o-




Additional Amount $ 27 ,077 .00 $ 20 , 327 . 00 $ 21 ,-612 . 00 $ 27 ,641 .00 $ 19 , 297 . 00 $ 18 , 869 . 00 $ 66 ,449 . 00 $ 70 , 837 . 00 
1'%-ansportation 6 , 086. 00 3 ,425 . 00 3 , 632 . 00 6 ,086 . 00 3 ,104 . 00 3 , 314 . 00 14 ,650 . 00 22 , 122 . 00 
Exceptional Pupil and/or 
Orphan Aid -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Building Aid -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Foreign Insurance 
(Textbook) 12689 . 60 12244 . 32 11152 . 83 11398 . 90 12068 . 82 974 .51 21978 . 53 41886 .96 
Total State Income $ 34 ,852 . 60 $ 24 , 996 . 32 $ 26 , 396 . 83 $ 35 , 125 . 90 $ 23 ,469 . 82. $ 23 ,157 . 51 $ 84 ,077 . 53 $ 97 , 845 . 96 tv 
..... 
co 
TABLE -D-11 � {continued ) 
Before lleorganization 
Income 1961-196.2 1962-1963 
Graha Sk!dmore Maitland Grahu Skidmore 
Federal. Incaae 
EOA -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
ESEA -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Public Law 8l.5 -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Public Law 874 -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
NDEA $ 141.98 $ 249 . 09 $ 280 . 20 -o- $ 149 . 16 
Vocational Aid -o- 1,031. 45 -o- -o- 789 . 52 
School Lunch 1 , 885 . 80 748 .79 1 , 292 . 96 1 , 969 . 50 841 . 01 
School Milk -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Other Federal Through 
State -o- -o- -o- -0- -o-
Total. Federal Income $ 2 ,027 . 78 $ 2 , 029 . 33 $ 1 ,573 . 16 $ 1 , 969 . 50 $ 1 , 779 . 69 
Total Revenue Receipts $121 ,434 .16 $ 87 , 815 . 69 $111 ,359 . 32 $127 ,422 . 13 $ 85 , 371 . 91 
Nonrevenue Receipts 
Sale of Bonds -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
Property Sales $ 76 . 00 $ 447 . 00 -o- $ 12 . 50 -o-
Insurance Proceeds 502 . 37 -o- -o- 85. 00  -o-
Total Nonrevenue Receipts $ 578 . 37 $ "447 .00 -o- $ 97 . 50 -o-
Receipts from Other 
Districts 
For Tuiti-on -o- -o- $ 640 . 00 $ 750 . 00 -o-
For Transpo�tation -o- -o- 162 . 00 150 .00 -o-
Total Receipts from -o- -o- $ 802 .00 $ 900 . 00 -o-Other Districts 






$ 122 . 85 
-o-
1,453 . 17 
-o-
-o-
$ 1 , 576 . 02 





$ 640 . 00 
162 .00 
$ 802 . 00 




-o- $ 8 ,944. 00 
-o- -o-
-o- -o-
$ ·  1 ,451 . 62 24 . 80 
-o- 4 , 209 . 00 ·  
4 ,695 . 06 2 , 891 .91 
-o- 1 ,812 . 96 
-o- -o-
$ 6 ,146 . 68 $ 17 ,882 .. 67 
$341 ,749 . 98 $382,773 . 56 
-o- -o-
-0- $ 300 .0 0  
$ 1 .. 50 .. 2, .... 
$ " 1 . 50 $ 727 . �8 
$ 1 , 568 . 21 $ 459 . 55 
173 . 12 35 .�0 
$ 1 ,741 . 33  $ 494 . 95 






Salaries , Secretary of 
Board 
Salaries , Treas\ll'er of 
Board 
Salaries , Superintendent 
SalaI'ies , Other 




ESEA , Title I 
ESEA , Title I II 
Total Administration 
Instruction 
Salaries , Principals 
Salaries , Supervisors 
and Consultants 
SalaI'ies , Teachers 
Salaries , Substitute 
Teachers 
Salaries , Librarians 
SalaI'ies , Other 
Free Textbooks 
School Library Resources 
Other Printing and Publi-




Textbooks , ESEA , Title II  
TABLE 0 .. 12 · 
EXPENSE DATA FOR GRAHAM-SKIDMORE-MAITLAND FOR TWO YEARS BEFORE 
AND . TWO YEARS AFTER REORGANIZATION . � 
Before Reorganization 
1961-1962 1962-1963-- After Reorganization 
Graham Skidmore Maitland Graham Skidmore Maitland 19�-1965 1965-1966 
$ 150. 00 $ 125 .0 0  $ 1,794.44 $ 150 . 0-0 $ 125 . 00 $ 83 . 00 -o- $ 150 . 00 
50 . 00 50 . 00 53 .-so 50 . 00 50 • .00 55 . 50 -o- 50 . 00 
2 , 993 .132 ·2 ,153_. 28 ·2 ,  701 . 96 4.,170 .62 3 , 249 . 96 2 , 94 5 . 51 $ 11 ,098 . 48 1.1,000 . 00 
1 , 297 . 23 2 ,253 . 18 67 .00 1 , 548 . 97 2 , 297 . 05 1.,770 . 00 3 , 071 . 34 3 ,120 . 00 
47 .43 64 . 98 30 . 95 37 . 37 59 . 20 38 . 78 286 . 19 221 . 36 
275 . 00 300 . 00 460 . 00 -o- -o- 250 . 00 603 . 51 425 . 00 
209 . 04 196 . 34 610 . 26 258 . 80 141 . 04 71.7 .41 696 • .39 848 . 59 
l.S2 . 02 -o- 730 . 90 720 . 13 56 • .31. -615 .00 1,687 . 76 1, 201 . 17 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -0-
$ 5 , 2011- . 54 $ 5 ,142 . 78 $ 6 , 449 .01 $ 6 ,935 .89  $ 5 , 978. 56 $ 6 ,475 . 20 $ l7 ,443 . 59 $ 11 .016 _. 12 
$ · 1,677 .97  $ 4 ,149 . 99 -o- $ 1 ,019 . 50 $ 4 , 299 . 93 -o- $ · 14.-537 . 21 $ 20 , 480 . 00 
l. , 502 . 36 2,153 . 28 $ 1 ,479 . 03 2 ,726 . 56 3 , 249 . 96  $ 1 ,471 . 71 -o- 40_0 . oo 
52 , 630 . 71 37 , 674 . 95 42 ,186 . 96 54 ,722 . 73 41 ,801 . 47 46 ,108 . 70 144 , 60 5 . 22 151 ,46 5 . 58 
437 . 39 3 5 . 00 20 . 00 534 . 40 125 .00  90 . 00 756 . 00 9-09 . 00 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 3 , 007 . 75 4 ,409 . 25 
1 , 506 . 17 1 , 244 . 32  1 , 393 . 85 1 , 301 . 73 1 ,128 � 80 1 , 219 . 46 2 , 978 . 53 2 , 643 . 69 
743 .65  200 . 00 568 . 6 5  720 . 03 198 . 54 382 .68 1 , 202 .43 2 , 701 . 10 
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- -o- 2 , 58 5 . 38 




Instructi-on (cont . )  
School Library Resources , 
ESEA, Title II 
Other Instructional Hate-
rial, ESEA , Titli! II 
Instructional Supplies 
Other Instructional Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
ESEA , Title III 




ESEA , Title I 




ESEA, Title I 




Replacement of Vehicle 
Insurance on Busses 
Operation and Maintenance 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Transportation 
Operation of Plant 
Salaries 
Fuel for Heat 
1961-1962 
Graham Skidmore 
"$ -o- $ -o-
-o- -o-
2 ,181 . 92 371 . '71  
802. 39 700 . 0 5  
-o- -o-
-o- -o-









$ 2 ,984 . 89 $ 3 , 372 . 12 
6 ,750 . 00 -o-
5 , 031 . 60 -o-
686 . 76 169 . 20 
4, 228 . 52 2 , 214 . 70 
-o- -o-
$ 19 , 681 . 77 $ 5 , 756 .02  
$ 3 , 195 . 34 $ 1 , 937 . 60 
2 , 589 . 30 1 ,607 . 81 
TABLE D-12 · (continued ) 
Before Reorganisation 
1962-I963 
Maitland Graham SkidaoN 
$ -o- $ -o- $ -o-
-o- -o- -o-
1 ,905 . 42 3 ,460 .09 794 .42 
972 . 99 -o- 20"5 . 05 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -0-





$ 422 • .50 -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -0-
$ 422 . 50 -o- -o-
$ 2 ,835 . 00 $ 2 ,949 . 90 $ 3 , 373 . 20 
-o- 5 , 900 . 00 -o-
-o- 5 ,037 . 66 -o-
141 . 00 300 . 60 153 . 10 
2,638 . 37 2 ,642 . 13 2 , 778 . 01 
-<r -o- -o-
$ 5 , 614 . 37 $ 16 , 830 . 29 $ 6 , 304 . 31 
$ 2 , 931 . 95 $ 3 ,401 . 62 $ 1 ,907 . 82 
2 , 504 . 81 2 , 780 . 31 1 , 550 . 00 
After ReorgaJtization 
Maitland 1964-1965 1.-gss-1966 
$ -o- $ -o- $ -o-
-o- -o- -o-
1 ,749-:10 17 ,735 . 39 5 ,169 . 27 
751 .-02 1 ,428 . 16 2 ,-007 . 20 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-





$ 427 . 50 -o- -o-
-o- $ 1 , 692 . 00 $ 1 , 522 . 23  
-o- -o- -0-
$ 427. 50 $ 1 ,692 .00  $ 1 , 522 . 23 
$ 2 , 835 . 51 $ 10 ,735 .09 $ 15 , 055 . 44 
-o- 6 ,260 . 00 3 ,130 . 00 
-o- -o- 4 ,840 . 38 
14� . 40 646 . 78 941 . 80 
2 , 896 .75  11 ,173 . 42 9 ,718 . 08 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 5 , 875 .66  $ 28 , 815 . 29 $ 33 .,685 .70 
$ 3 , 092 . 52 $ 10 , 230. 28 $ 9 , 949 . 46 I'\) 
1 , 834 .15 5 , 212 . 64 6 ,455 . 60 I'\) 
Expenditures 
O�
ration Gf Plant (cont . )  
Utlities \Except Heat ) 
Supplies (Except Utilities ) 
Other Operational Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Operation .of Plant 
Maintenance of !!!!!,! 
Salaries 
Contracted Services 
Replacement of Equipment 
tJ.pkeep and Materials 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Maintenance of Plant 
� Charges 
Retirement , District 
Contribution 
Social Security , District 
Contribution 
Insurance on Building 
and Equipment 
Other Fixed Charges 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Fixed Charges 




Other Food Services Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Food Services Expense 
1961-1962 
Grahn Skidmol'e 
$ 1 , 111 . 96 . $ 966 . IH 
1 , 228 .. 83 496 . 29 
20 . 55 -o-
-o- -0-
$ .S , 145 . 98 $ 5 , -008 . 11 
$ 2 ,524. 35 $ 537 . 22 
-o- -o-
1,242 . 35 350 . 00 
-o- 1 ,166 . 29 
-o- -o-
$ 3 ,766 .70 $ 2 ,053 . 51 
$ 3 , 311 . 13 $ 2 ,622 .09 
338 . 10 372 . 75  
937 . 90 -o-
36 . 36 -o-
-o- -o-
$ 4 ,623 .49 $ 2 , 994. 84 
$102 ,905 .04 $ 67 ,484 . 56 
$ 2 ,630 . 71 $ 1 , 828 . 24 
-6 , 151J .40 4 , 101 . 24 
478 . 26 261 . 52 
-o- -o-
$ 9 ,263 . 37 $ 6 ,191 .00 
TABLE D-12 (continued ) 
Before Reorganisation 
196"2-1963 
Maitland Graham -Skidmore 
$ .l , 889 . 50 $ 1,397 .1J7 $ 953 . 34 
913 . 58 1 ,198 .. 58 304 . 34 
634 . 07 100 .49 -o-
-0- -o- -o-
$ 8 ,873 . 91 $ 8 ,878 . l37 $ 4 ,715 . 50 
-o- $ 511-4 .68  $ 550 . 60 
$ 556 . 68 1 , 546 .19 96 . 61 
857 .03 .1,6-69 .. 17 871 . 08 
-o- 2 ,575 ."63 -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$ 1 ,413 .71 $ £ ,335 . 67 $ 1 , 518 .29 
$ "2 ,844 . 00 $ 3 ,470 . 37 $ 3 , 001 .65  
272 . 91 494 . 47 344 . 66 
1 , 500 . 04 872 .. 02 177 . 48 
-o- 50 . 00 -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$ 4 ,616 .. 95 $ 4-,886 . 86 $ 3 , 523 . 79 
$ 75 ,-917 . 55 $108 ,352 . 62 $ 73 , 843 . 62 
$ 1 ,719 . 00 $ 2 ,636 . 56 $ 1,793 .83 
5 ,-375 . 29 6 , 435 . 39 4 ,437 . 18 
197 . 21 852 .02  193 . 46 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 7 , 291 . 50 $ 9 ,923 . 97 $ 6 ,424 . 47 
After Reorganization 
Maitland 1964-1965 1965-1966 
$ .2 ,148 . 78 $ 5 ,212 . 64 $ 6.,455 . 60 
763 . 39 2.,637 . 94 2,755 . 61 
696 . 04 J. ,6 27 . 62 866 . 96 
-0- -0- -0-
$ 8 ,5 34 . 88 $ 26 , 545 . 91 '$ 26 ,122 . 96 
-o- $ 3 , 526 . 69 $ 195 . 63 
-o- 3 ,730 . 00 l ,  71-0 .-04 
$ 1 ,078 .-09 3 , 517 . 56 2 , 599 .08  
1..,123 .04 8 , 150 .49 5 , 598 . 42 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 2 , 201. 13 $ 18 , 924 . 74 $ 10 ,l-03 . 17 
$ 3 ,011 .. 70 $ 9 , 876 . 16 � 11 ,415 . 67 
315 . 6-6 1 , 661 . 21 2 , 040 . 13 
1 ,631 .48 2 , 856 . 97 2 , 613 .,o 
149.65 50 . 00 55 . 00 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 5 , 108 .49 $ 14 ,444". 34 $ 16 ,124 . 50 
$ 80 , 39 5 . 53 $294 ., 216 . 56 $297 ,265 . 16 
$ 1 ,756 . 00 $ 8 , 723 . 51 $ 10 ,067 . 50 
5 , 989 . 32 18 , 362 . 76 20 ,441 . 34 
211 .50 988 . 74 1 , 133 . 36 
-o- -o- -0-





Student Body A�tivities 
Student Body Activities 
Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Student Body 
Activities 
Comunity Services 
Community Service Expense 
ESEA ,  Title I 
T-otal Community Services 
Expense 







Other Capital Outlay 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Capital Outlay 
Expense 
� Service Expense 
Retirement of Bonds 
Printing and Engraving 
Bonds 
Interest on Bonds 







7 ,674 .42 $ 7 ,132 . 16 
-o- -Q-





3 , 500 . 00 -o-
-o- -o-
-o- -o-
-o- $ 513 .85 
-o- -o-
-o- 21 . 80 
-o- -o-









Maitland Graham Skidmore 
$ 6 , 573 . 33 $ 9 ,�59 . 37 $ 6 , 527 .62  
-o- -0- -0-
$ 6 , 573 . 33 $ 9 , 3"59 .37 $ 6 , 527 .62 
$ 448 . 39 -o- -o-
-o- -0- -.o-
$ 448 . 39 -o- -o-:-
-o- $ 654 .82 -o-
-o- 818 . 70 -o-
. -o- -o- -o-
$ 556 . 40 15 . 95 $ 135.00 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
35 . 00 666 . 00 353 . 99 
-o- -0- -o-
$ 591 . 40 $ 2 ,155 . 47 $ 488 . 99 
$ .8 ,008 . 00 -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
51695 .83 -0- -o-

























38 . 50 
8 , 008 . 00 
-o-
s .. u ..  !!a 
$ 13 .,422 .43 
After Reoraanization 
1964-1965 1965-1966 
.$ 15 .450 . 39 $ 16 ,946 . 38 
-0- -o-
$ 15 ,450 . 39 $ 16 ,946 . 38 
-o- $ 5 , 706 . 38  
-o- -0-
-o- $ 5 ,706 . 38 
$ 2 ,495 . 96 -o-
65 .45 $ 2 , 373 .. 08 
1 ,983 . 22 17 ,674 . 82 
745 . 30 1 , 671 . 13 
1 ,453 .48 . 2 ,672 .80 
9 ,453 . 36 4 , 840 . 38 
2 ,960 .80 382 . 98 
..:.0- -o-
$ 19 ,157 . 57 $ 29 ,615 .  19 
$ 9 ,000 . 00 $ 9 ,000 . 00 
-o- -o-
41963.51 ... 508 .89 






Pa� · Between School 
D1.stricts 
Tuition to Other Districts -o- -o-
Transportation to Other 
Districts -o- -o-
Tuition, Mentally Retarded 
Program -0- -o-
Total Payment Between -o- -o-Schools -
-Gross Expenditures $123 ,342.83 $ 81 ,343 .37 
TABLE D-.12 · (continued ) 
Before Reorganization 
- 1:962-1963 
Maitland Graham Skidmore 
-o- -0- -o-
-o- --0- -o-
-o- -o- $ 116 .42 
-o- -o- $ 116 . &f.2 











. $  1J33 .0-. -o-
$ 433 .�4 .-o-












Intangible Taxes · 
Tuit"ion from Patrons 
Transportation from Patrons 
Other Local (Gr .  i�l2 ) 
Food -Services 
Student Body Activities 
Community Services 
All Other Local· 
Total Local Income 
County Income 
Fines , �orfeitures , 
Escheats , etc . 
Sta.te Assessed Util� ty Tax 
Other County Income 
Total Income from County 
TABLE E-1· 
INCOME CONTROL DATA FOR CLARKTON DISTRICT 
Contro� Data 
1961-l96 2 1962-1963 1964�1965 1965-1966 
$ · 40 , 474 .26 $ 46 , 894 . 51 - $ 51 ,400 . 21 . $ 49 , 901 . 05 
4 , 284 . 46 7 .,462 . 52 4 � 524 . 16 4 ,  992·. 87 
. 89 .. 87 132 . 91 229_. 26 297 . 42 
-o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o- -o-
12 , 059 . 67 11 , 582 . ll.  12 ., 214 . 6 3  _ 12 ,918 . 43 
16 ,558 . 00 18 ,246 . 00 17 , 675 . 49 12 ,031 . 77 
-o- -o- -o- -o-
288 . 26 -o- 31 . 81 2 . 78  
$ 73 ,754 . 5 2 $ 84 , 318 . 05 $ 8 6 , 075 . 56 $ 80 , 134 . 32 · 
$ 439 . 40 $ . 547 . 54 $ 1 ,322 . 94 $ 1 ,459 . 22 
'13 ,209 . 71 12 ,799 . 84 12 , 786 . 62 , 13 ,76 2 . 87 
-o- -o- -o- -o-
$ 13 ,649 . 11 $ 13 , 347 . 38 $ 14 , 109 . 56 $ 15 , 222 . 09 
Income 
State Income 
Equalization , Teacher Prepara­
tion and Additional Amount 
Transportation 
Exceptional Pupil and/or 
Orphan Aid 
Building Aid 
Foreign Insurance {Textbook ) 




Public Law 815 





Other Federal through State 
Total Federal Income 
Total Revenue Receipts 
TABLE E-1 ( continued ) 
Control Data 
1961-J.96 2 1962-1963 1964-1965 
$123 ,9-06 . 00 $107 , 259 . 00 $ 91 ,J.01 . 00 
7 , 379 . 00 10 ,050 . 00 11 , 396 . 00 
-o- -o- 3 , 500 . 00 
-o- -0- -o-
s , oso . 4-0 4 ,338 . 15 3 ,400 .. 64  





$ 552 . 00 -$ 1 , 555 . 30 $ 2 ,084 . 16 
2 , 742 . 85 2 , 090 . 11 952 . 00 
3 , 647 .73 2 ,755 . 35 2 ,74-0 . 17 
-o- 442 . 56 -o-
-o- .;.o- -o-
$ 6 , 942 . 58 $ 6 , 843 . 32 $ 5 ,776 . 33 
$ 230 ,68J. .69 $ 226 ,155 . 90 $ 215 , 359 . 09 
1965-1966 
$ 96 , 968 . 00 
13 , 710 . 00 
3 , 500 . 00 
-o-
5 , 702 . 31 
$119 , 880 . 31 
-o-
$ 54- , 617 . 26 
-o-
-o-
364 . 08 
1 ,047 . 00 
2 -,647 . 58 
213 . 22 
-o-
$ 58 , 889 . 14 






Sale of Bonds 
Property Sales 
Insurance Proceeds 
Total Nonrevenue Receipts 




Total Receipts from Other 
Districts 
Gross Receipts 
TABLE E-1 ( continued} 
Control Data 
1961-196 2 1962-1963 1964-196 5  
-o- -o- -o-
$ 8 . 35  -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-








$ 248 . 61 









EXPENSE CONTROL DATA FOR CLARKTON DISTRICT 
Expenditures Control Data 
1961-196 2 196 2-196 3 1964-1965 1965-1966 
Administration 
Salaries , Secretary of Board $ 150 . 00 $ 150 . oo .. $ 150 . 00 $ 150 . 00 
. Salaries , Treasurer of Board 50 . 00 50 . 00 50 . 00 50 . 00 
Salaries , Superintendent 6 ,400 . 00 6 , 813 . 67 7 ,6 23 . 5 2 7 , 58 1 . 0l 
Salaries , Other 2 ,640 . 00 2 ,644 . 39 3 ,377 . 20 3 , 286 .l.2 
School Election and Census - 51 . 01 118 . 00 10 5 . 7 2 S5 . 59 
Audit 600 .00 600 . 00 660 . 00 632. 50 
Supp.lies 15 5 . 79 467 . 09 342 . 13 7 2 . 07 
Other Expense l ,096 . 97 1 ,037 . 12 · 1 ,161 .68  1 ,157 . 91 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
ESEA . Title III -o- -0- -o- -o-
Total Administration $ 11 , 143 . 77 $ 1.1, 880 . 27 $ 13 ,470 . 2 5 $ 12 , 985 . 26 
Instruction 
Salaries , Principals $ 11 , 306 .79 $ 11 , 488 .98 $ 10 , 611 . 37 $ 10 ,980 . 00 
Salaries� Supervisors and 
Consultants -o- 41 . 80 -o- -o-
Sa�aries , Teachers 95 , 863 . 71 92 , 324 . 91 99 , 354 . 54 100 , 248 . 42 
Salaries , Substitute Teachers 1 , 369 . 11 1 ,098 . 46 1 ,406 . 77 
Salaries , Librarians -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Other -o- -o- -o- -o-
Free Textbooks 5 ,083 . 28 3 ,702 . 72 2 ,977 . 50 2 ,406 . 36 
School Library Resources 974 . 71 224 . 12 928 . 74 1 , 184 . 31 
Other Printing and Publications , 




Instruction (cont . )  
Instructional Supplies (Exclud­
ing Library ) 
Textbooks , ESEA , Title II 
School . Library Resources , 
ESEA , Title II 
Other Instructional Material , 
ESEA , Title II  
Instructional Supplies 
Other Instructional Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
ESEA , Title III 




ESEA , Title I 




ESEA , Title I 
Total Health Services 






7 , 543 . 37 
1 , 544 .-67 
-o-
-o-





200 . 00 
3 . 36 
-o-
203 . 36 
31 . 88 
5 . 48 
-o-







3 , 448 . 31 
874 . 16 
-o-
-o-
$113 , 474 . 11 
$ 225 . 00 
-o-
-o-










5 ,151 . 91 
l. ,029 .63 
-o-
-o-
$121 , 15 2 . 15 
$ 
$ 
225 . 00 
12 . 58 
-o-










4 ,648 .40 
1 ,095 . 79 
-o-
2l.2l.22 . 35 





238 . 6 5  
26 . 67 
-o-
26 5 . 32 
15 .63  
-o-
-o-








Replacement of Vehicle 
Insurance on Busses 
Operat ion and Maintenance 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Transportation 
Operation of Plant 
Sal.aries 
Fuel for Heat , 
Utilities ( Except Heat ) 
Supplies (Except .Utilities) 
Other Operational Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Operation of Plant 
Maintenance of Plant 
Salaries 
Contracted Services 
Replacement of Equipment 
Upkeep and Materials 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Maintenance of Plant 
TABLE E-2 ( continued) 
Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-l.963 1964-1.965 
$ 4 , 857 . 44 $ 4 , 814 . 02 $ 5 , 031 . 47 
30 . 40 4 . 62 -o-
-o- 1 , 000 . 00 -o-
200 . 35 45 . 30 184 . 00 
s ,112 . 10 5 ,9 23 . 80 6 , 394 . 99 
-o- --o- -o-
$ 10 , 200 . 29 $ 11 , 787 . 74 $ 11 , 610 . 46 
$ 5 , 267 . 13 $ 5 , 680 . 10 $ 7 , 072 . 8 5 
4 , 580 . 36 4 , 050 . 71 4 , 444 . 09 
2 , 275 . 82 2 ,528 . 58 2 ,8 93 . 05 
2 ,066 . 34 1 , 350 .71 1 , 429 .42  
198  .  71  69 . 70 189 • .15 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 14 , 388 . 36 $ 13 , 679 . 80 $ 16 , 028 . 56 
$ 84 . 50 $ 100 . 00 $ 48 . 00 
522 . 19 1 , 199 . 30 51 .40 
37 . 23 98 . 74 -o-
2 , 116 . 10 1 , 178 . 79 5 ,553 . 66 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 2 , 760 . 02 $ 2 , 576 . 83 $ 5 , 653 . 06 " 
1965-1966 
$ 5 , 545 . 0 3 
-o-
5 , 637 . 54 
162 . 40 
7 , 437 . 47 
-o-
$ 18 , 782 . 44 
$ 6 , 532 . 3 2 
4 ,082 . 01 
2 ,782 . 8 2 
626 . 55 
368 . 47 
-o-




2 , 184 . 76 
-o-
$ 2 , 184 . 76  
1ABLE E-2 (continued ) 
-
Expenditures Control Data 
1961-196 2 1962-1963 1964-1965 
Fixed Charges 
Retirement, District Contribution $ 6 , 940 . 49 $ 6 ,660 . 00 $ 7 , 044 . 00 
Social Security, District 
Contribution 416 . 08 762 . 70 890 . 20 
Insurance on Building and 
Equipment 2 � 253 . 37 2 , 430 . 89 2 ., 619 . 22 
Other Fixed Charges 270 . 00 491 . 52  3 54 . 00 
ESEA, Title I -o- -o- -o-
Total Fixed Charges $ 9 , 879 . 94 $ 10 , 345 . 11 $ 10 , 907 .42 
Total Current Expenditures $173 ,626 . 80 · $163 , 973 . 8 2 $179 , 0 59 . 48 
Food Services 
Salaries $ 4 , 8 26 . 21 $ 3 ,6 67 . 85 $ 5 , 851 . 35 
Food Supplies 11 , 158 . 3 8 11 , 8 26 . 54 9 ,155 . 94 
Other Food Services Expense 1 , 566 . 9 5 1 , 10 6 . 98 1 , 552 . 22 
ESEA, Title I -o- -o- -o-
Total Food Service Expense $ 17 , 5 51 . 54 $ 16 ,601 . 37 $ 16 , 559 . 51 
Student Body Activities 
Student Body Activities Expense $ 16 , 57 9 . 41 $ 15 ,779 . 99 $ 15 , 191 . 39 
ESEA, Title I -o- -o- -o-
Total Student Body Activity $ 16 , 579 . 41 $ 15 , 779 . 99 $ 15 , 191 . 39 
1965-196 6  
$ 7 , 991 . 37 
684 . 04 
2 , 684 . 93 
-o-
-o-
$ 11 , 360 . 34 
$203 , 078 . 3 2 
$ 5 , 183 . 98 
14 , 806 . 11 
983 . 01 
-o-
$ 20 , 973 . 10 
$ ll , 186 . 92 
-o-






C9mmunity Service Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Community Services Expense 







Other Capital Outlay 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Capital Outlay Expense 
Debt Service Expense 
Retirement of Bonds 
Printing and Engraving Bonds 
Interest on Bonds 
Total Debt Service Expense 
TABLE E- 2 ( continued)  
-
Control Data 





-o- $ . 138 . 00 -o-
$ 1 , 255 .. 85  112 . 40 $ 1 , 164 . 93 
-o- 194 . 61 224 . 07 
627 . 50 100 . 00 166 . 50 
5 , 150 . 00 -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$ 7 , 033 . 3 5 $ 545 . 01 $ 1 , 5 55 . 50 
$ 1 , 000 . 00 $ 7 , 000 . 00 $ 0 , 000 . 00 
-o- -o- -o-
4 ,449 . 23 4 , 218 . 7 8  3 1728 . 73 







$ 325 . 69 
50 . 00 
360 . 00 
-o-
-o-
$ 26 159 . 16 
$ 26 ,894 . 8 5 
$ 8 , 000 . 00 
-o-
3,468 . 13 





Payment Between School Districts 
Tuition to Other Districts 
Transportation to Other 
Districts 
Tuition , Mentally Retarded 
Program 
Total Payment Between Schools 
Gross ExFenditures 
TABLE E- 2 ( continued ) 
Control Data 
1961-1962  1962-1963  1964-1965 
$ 2 , 110 . 6 5  $ 6 , 189 . 34 $ 4 , 740 . 88 
197 . 40 292 . 00 -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$ 2 , 308 . 0 5 $ 6 , 481 . 34 $ 4 , 740 . 88 
$ 228 , 548 . 38 $ 214 , 600 . 31 $228 , 835 . 49 
1965-1966 
$ 1 , 687 . 52 
229 . 50 
-o-
$ 1 , 917 . 0 2  








· Intangible Taxes 
Tuition from Patrons 
Transportation from Patrons 
Other Local (Gr .  1-12 ) 
Food Services 
Student · Body Activities 
Community Services 
All Other Local 
Total Local Income 
County Income 
Fines , Forfeitures , 
Escheats , etc . 
State Asses sed Utility Tax 
Other County Income 
Total Income from County 
TABLE E- 3 
INCOME CONTROL DATA FOR WESTBORO DISTRICT 
Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963 1964-1965 
$ 57 ,190 . 29 $ 56 , 898 . 95 $ 57 , 887 . 18 
1 ,0 21 . 14 209 . 33 320 . 64 
222 . 4-5 243 . 95 520 . 47 
-o- 92 . 94 25 . 08 
-o- 2 . 40 8 . 80 
-o- -o- -o-
6 , 188 . 83 5 , 777 . 39 4 , 662 . 70 
6 , 229 • .9 5  6 , 815 . 53 6 , 194 . 65 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$ 70 ,852 . 66 $ 70 , 040 . 49 $ 69 , 619 . 52 
$ 226 . 16 $ 208 . 85 $ 257 � 7 7  
6 , 936 . 69 6 , 636 . 06 7 , 283 . 04 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 7 , 162 . 85 $ 6 , 844 . 91 $ 7 , 540 . 81 
1965-1966 
$ 58 , 205 . 9 5 
124 . 10 
632 . 50 
116 . 22 
8 . 60 
-o-
4 , 7 36 . 38 
7 , 218 . 44 
-o-
483 . 92 
$ 71 , 5 26 . 11 · 
$ 458 . 32 
6 , 736 . 71 
-o-






Equalizat ion ,  Teacher Prepara-
tion and Additional Amount 
Transportation 
Exceptional Pupil and/or 
Orphan Aid 
Building Aid 
Foreign Insurance ( Textbook ) 




Public Law 815 





Other Federal through State 
Total Federal Income 
Total Revenue Receipts 
TABLE E-3 ( continued ) 
-
Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963 1964-196 5  
$ 21 ,147 . 00 $ 20 ,469 . 00 · $ 19 , 723 . 00 
3 ,757 . 00 3 , 900 . 00 4 , 261 . 00 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
12341 . 92 12152 . 65 1 , 043 . 43 





$ 48 . 87 -o- $ 410 . 52 
-o- -o- -o-
960 . 99 $ 1 , 076 . 44 605 . 75 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- . -o- -o-
$ 1 , 009 . 86 $ 1 , 076 . 44 ·  $ 1 , 016 . 27 
$10 5 , 271 . 29 $103 ,483 . 49 $103 , 204 . 03 
1965-1966 
$ 19 , 814 . 00 





74-g . 67 . 
$ 26 ,766 . 67 
-o-





641 . 58 
212 . 28 
60 . 00 
$ 12 , 873 . 86 






Sale of Bonds 
Property Sales 
Insurance Proceeds 
To�al Nonrevenue Receipts 
Receipts from Other Districts 
For Tuition 
For Transportati-0n 
Total Receipts from Other 
Districts 
Gross Receipts 
TABLE E- 3 ( continued ) 
=== 
Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963 1964-1965 
-o- -o- -o- . 
-o- $ 11 . 50 -o-
$ 345 . 35 160 . 83 $ 2 . 9-8 




$105 ,616 . 64 $103 , 655 . 82 $103 , 207 . 01 
1965-1966 
-o� 
$ 4 . 00 
138 . �3 









EXPENSE CONTROL DATA FOR WESTBORO DISTRICT 
Expenditures . Control Data 
1961-1962  1962-1963 1964-196 5  1965-1966 
Administration 
Salaries , Secretary of Board $ 150 . 00 $ 150 . 00 $ 150 . 00 $ 150 . 00 
Salaries , Treasurer of Board 5 0 . 00 50 . 00 50 . 00 50 . 00 
Salaries , Superintendent 3 , 169 . 24 3 , 400 . 08 3 , 600 . 00 4 ,400 . 04 
Salaries , Other 887 . 50 · 946 . 58 985 . 00 1 , 746 . 12 
School Election and Census 30 . 00 25 . 00 34 . 10 31 . 19 
Audit 180 . 00 180 . 00 180 . 00 180 . 00 
Supplies 74 . 48 16 2 . 10 109 . 89 234 . 44 
Other Expense 278 . 08 133 . 69 119 . 15 401 . 45 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
ESEA , Title III  -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Administration $ 4 , 819 . 30 $ 5 , 047 . 45 $ 5 , 228 . 14 $ 7 ,193 . 24 
Instruction 
Salaries , Principals -0"."' -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Supervisors 
and Consultants $ 3 , 174 . 96 $ 3 , 399 . 96 $ 3 , 500 . 04 · $ 3 , 600 . 0 0  
Salaries , Teachers 47 , 3 56 . 0 2 49 , 691 . 94 49 , 372 . 20 54 ,120 . 69 . 
Salaries , Substitute Teachers 194 . 28 60 . 00 125 . 50 6 5 . 00  
Salaries , Librarians -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Other -o- -o- -o- 2 , 257 . 50 
Free Textbooks 1 , 185 . 50 1 , 209 . 07 919 . 69 1 , 183 . 91 
School Library Resources 219 . 72 88 . 7 5 200 . 90 206 . 9 0 
Other Printing and Publications , 
Instructional Material -o- -o- -o- -o-
Expenditures 
Instructional Supplies 
( Excluding Library ) 
Textbooks , ESEA , Title II 
School Library Resources , 
ESEA , Title II 
Other Instructional Material. 
ESEA , Title II 
Instructional Supplies 
Other Instructional Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
ESEA , Title III 




ESEA , Title I 




ESEA , Title I 
Total Health Services 
TABLE E-4 (continued } 
Control Data 
19 61-196 2 1962-19 63 1964-1965  




1 , 313 . 9 5 613 . 03 8 51. 99 
-o- 100 . 60 · 8 50 . 11 
. -o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-














1 , 07 2 . 77 
2 ,172 . 37 
-o-
-o-













Replacement of Vehicle 
Insurance on Busses 
Operation and Maintenance 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Transportation 
Operation of Plant 
Salaries 
Fuel for Heat 
Utilities (Except Heat ) 
Supplies (Except Utilities} 
Other Operational Expense · 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Operation of Plant 
Maintenance of Plant - --
Salaries 
Contracted Services 
Replacement of Equipment 
Upkeep and Materials 
ESEA , Title I 







TABLE E-4 (continued ) 
Control Data 
1961-1962 ' 1962-19 63  1964-1965 1965-1966  
5 , 105 . 9 0  $ 4 , 70 5 . 44 $ 5 , 701 . 89 $ 3 , 912 . 00 
-o- -o- -o- -o-
-o- 3 , 682 . 00 -o- 5 ,156 . 26 
219 . 50 231 . 15 228 . 15 290 . 40 · 
3 , 789 . 28 3 , 358 . 69 2 , 831 . 10 1 , 977 . 80 
-o- -o- -o- -o-
9 , 114 . 68 _ $ 11 ,977 . 28 $ 8 , 761 . 14 $ J.l , 336 . 46 
2 ,750 . 04 $ 2 , 799 . 96 $ 2 , 850 . oo $ 2 , 900 . 04 
2 , 370 . 63 1 , 919 . 30 J. ,769 . 19 1 , 750 . 37 
977 . 00 1 ,002 . 56 1 ,268 . 92 1 , 262 . 33 
910 . 11 1 ,002 . 87 1 , 111 . 48 1 , 0 22 . 0 5 
181 . 00 95 . 06 · 235 . 53 152 . 17 
-o- -o- -o- -o-
7 , 188 . 78 $ 6 , 819 . 7 5 $ 7 , 235 . 12 $ 7 , 086 . 96 
-o- -o- -o- -o-
621 . 80 $ 595 . 9 3 $ J. . 130 . 88 $ 863 .05  
1 , 868 . 30 1 , 823 . 12 644 . 08 J. , 506 . 50 · 
945 . 22 1 , 07 6 . 48 2 , 211. 79 1 , 648 . 71 
-o- -o- -o- -o-
3 ,435 . 32 $ 3 ,49 5 . 53 $ 3 , 986 . 7 5 $ 4 ,0 18 . 26 
TABLE E-4 ( continued ) 
Expenditures Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963 19 64-1965 1965-196 6  
Fixed Charges 
Retirement , District 
Contribution $ · 3 , 102 . 00 · $ 3 , 814 . 50 $ 3 ,lJ.38 . 00 $ 3 ,475 . 88 
Socia1 · security , District 
Contribution 39 3 . 42 377 . 4.1 460 . 53 830 . 51 
Insurance on Building and 
Equipment 1 , 005 . 22 1 ,159 . 91 979 . 14 1 ,171 . 10 
Other Fixed - Charges 30 . 00 30 . 00 30 . 00 30 . 00 · 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Fixed - Charges $ 4 , 530 . 64 $ 5 , 381 . 82 · $ 4 , 907 . 67 $ 5 , 507 . 49 
Total Current . Expenditures . $ 82 , 533 . 15 $ 87 , 88 5 . 18 $ 85 , 939 . 25 $ 99 , 821 . 5 5 
Food · S ervices 
Salaries $ 2 , 070 . 00 $ 2 , 264 . 44 $ 2 , 246 . 09 $ 2 , 217 . oo 
Food Supplies 4 ,786 . 32 4 , 587 . 99 · 3 , 155 . 53 4 ,129 . 69 
Other Food Services Expense 325 . 31 278 . 40 · 336 . 31 309 . 58 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
To�al Food Service Expense $ 7 , 181 . 63 $ 7 , 130 . 83 $ 5 , 737 . 93 $ 6 ,6 56 . 27 
Student Body Activities 
Student Body Activities Expense $ 5 , 990 . 57 $ 6 ,794 . 46 $ 5 , 644 . 69 . $ 6 , 752 . 60 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Student Body Activity ' $  5 , 990 . 57 . $ 6 , 794 . 46 $ 5 , 644 . 69 $ 6 , 752 . 60 
Expenditures 
Community Services 
Community Service Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Community Services Expense 







Other Capital Outlay 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Capital Outlay Expense 
Debt Service Expense 
Retirement of Bonds 
Printing and Engraving Bonds 
Intere.st on Bonds 





TABLE E-4 (continued ) 
Control Data 






61 . 42 -o- -o-
-o- $ 20 � 00 -o-
103 . 07 -o- 814 . 94 · 
-o·- -o- -o-
7 23 . 01 178 . 45 -o-
-o- -o- -o-
887 . 50 $ 198 . 4-5 $ 814 . 94 
3 , 000 . 00 $ 2 ,000 . 00 -o-
-o- -o- -o-
60 . 00 24 . 00 -o-









6 62 . 00 
644 . 80 
3 , 799 . 50 
-o-
-o-
726 . 6 8 









Payment Between School Districts 
Tuition t� Other Districts 
Transportation· to Other 
Districts 
Tuition ,  Mentally Retarded 
Program 
Total Payment Between Schools 
Gross Expenditures 
TABLE E-4 ( continued) 
Control Data 





$ 99 , 6 52 . 85 $ 104 ,.032 . 92 $ 98 ,136 . 81 















Tuition from Patrons 
Transportation from Patrons 
Other Local ( Gr .  1-12 ) 
Food Services 
Student Body Activities 
Conununity Services 
Al.l Other Local 
Total Local Income 
County Income 
Fines, Forfeitures , 
Escheats , ·etc . 
State Assessed Utility Tax 
Other County Income 
Total income from County 
1961.-196 2  
$ 23 , 247 . 86 
4 , 146 . 87 
58 . 11 
-o-
-o-
3 , 526 . 23 
8 , 607 . 11 
124 . 94 
-o-
-o-
$ 39 ,711 . 12 
$ 672 . 30 
·7 , 620 . 20 
154 . 15 
$ 8 , 446 . 65 
Control Data 
1962-1963 1964-1965 
$ 25 , 9 51 . 46 $ 30 , 321 . 94 · 
2 , 962 . 03 3 ,9 53 . 77 
83 . 33 107 . 40 
-o- -o-
-o- -o-
2 ,698 . 74 4 , 673 . 06 
8 ,407 . 93 9 , 645 . 27 
3 ,076 . 26 1 , 251. . 61 
-o- -o-
-o- -o-
$ 43 , 179 . 7 5  $ 49 , 953 . 05 
$ 778 . 00 $ 1 , 135 . 8 8 
7 ,453 . 15 9 , 460 . 16 
21 . 36 19 . 67 
$ 8 , 252 . 51 $ 10 , 615 . 71 
1965-1966 
$ 30 , 594 . 45 
l.J. ,401 . 22 
200 . 63 
-o-
-o-
7 , 081 . 83 
9 ,170 . 5 2 
1 , 237 . 24 ·  
-o-
46 . 20 
$ 52 ,732 . 09 
$ 1 , 875 . 59 
10 , 098 . 43 · 
-o-
$ 11 , 974 .. 0 2  
"' 
+ 
TABLE E- 5 ( continued)  
Income C
ontrol Data 
1961-1962 196 2-1963  1964-196 5 
State Income 
Equalization , Teacher Prepara-
tion and Additional Amount $ 59 ,9 90 . 00 · $ 58 , 627 . 00 . $ 56 , 714 . 00 
Transportation 11 , 293 . 00 10 , 508 . 00 12 , 6 54 . 00 
Exceptional Pupil and/or 
Orphan Aid 583 . 00 331 . 00 2 , 975 . 00 
Building Aid -o- -o- -o-
Foreign Insurance (Textbook)  3 , 678 . 06 3 , 222 . l7 2
2
881 . 55 
Total State Income $ 75 , 544 . 06 · $ 72 ,688 . 17 $ 75 � 224 . 5 5 
Federal Income 
EAO -o- -o- $ . 753 . 35 
ESEA -o- -o- -o-
Public Law 8l5 -o- -o- -o-
Public Law 874 -o- -o- -o-
NDEA $ 926 .44 $ 877 . 00 509 . 93 
Vocat ional Aid 1 , 913 . 79 1 ,265 . 00 -o-
School Lunch 2 , 151 . 88 2 , 237 . 79 2 , 192 . 6 5 
School Milk -o- -o- -o-
Other Federal thro_ugh State -o- -o- -o-
Total Federal Income $ 4 , 992 . 11 $ 4 , 379 . 79 $ 3 ,�5 5 . 93 
Total Revenue Receipts $128 , 693 . 94 · $128 , 500 . 22 $139 , 249 . 24 
1965-1966 
$ 62 , 301 . 00 
16 , 041 . 00 
-o-
-o-
4 ,663 . 41 
$ 83 ,005 . 41 
$ 371 . 16 
21 ,409 . 58 
-o-
-o-
807 . 73 
-o-
1 , 899 . 03 
271 . 04 . 
60 � 00 
$ 24 , 818 . 54 





Sale -of Bonds 
Property Sales 
Insurance Proceeds 
Total Nonrevenue Receipts 
Receipts � Other Districts 
For Tuition 
For Transportation 
Total Receipts from Other 
Districts 
Gross Receipts 
TABLE E-5 (continued ) 
Control Data 
1961-1962  1962-1963 1964-1965 
-o- -o- -o-




















EXPENSE CONTROL DATA FOR ROCKY COMFORT DISTRICT 
-
Expenditures Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963 1964-196 5 1965-1966 
Administration 
Salaries , Secretary of Board $ 250 . 00 -o- -o- $ 250 . 00 
Salaries , Treasurer of Boa!'d 3 00 . 0 0  -o- -o- 300 . oo 
Salaries ,  Superintendent 6 ; 528 . 80 $ 6 , 513 . 35 · $ 6 , 900 . 00 7 , 201 . 05 
Salaries , Other 900 . 09 1 ,080 . 78 1 , 080 . 00 1 , 110 . 00 
School Election and Census 5 5 . 00 50 . 00 55 . 85 50 . 00 · 
Audit 100 . 00 140 . 00 60 . 00 60 . 00 
Sup_plies 269 . 85 162 . 79 · 227 . 45 394 . 58 
Other Expense 319 . 60 20 . 00 2 3 . 57 30 . 95 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
ESEA , Title III  -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Administration $ 8 , 723 . 34 ·  $ 7 , 96 6 . 92 $ 8 , 346 . 87 $ 9 , 396 . 58 
Instruction 
Salaries , Principals -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Supervisors and 
Consultants -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Teachers $ 60 , 395 . 33 $ 60 ,139 . 14 $ 60 , 336 . 36 $ 70 , 3 57 . 68 , 
Salaries , Substitute Teachers -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Librarians -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Other 30 . 00 · -o- -o- 160 . 63 
Free Textbooks 2 , 87 7 . 57 3 , 238 . 89 . 2 , 322 . 76 4 , 663 . 41 
School . Library Resources 204 . 42 232 . 7 8  333 . 04 3 , 535 . 86 
Other Printing and Publications , 
Instructional Material -o- -o- -o- -o-
·....J 
Expenditures 
Instruction (cont. ) 
Instructional Supplies 
(Excluding Library ) 
Textbooks ; ESEA , Title II 
School ' Library Resources , 
ESEA , Title II 
Other Instructional - Material , 
ESEA , Title II  
Instructional Supplies 
Other Instructional Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
ESEA , Title III  




ESEA , Title I 




ESEA , Title I 
Total Health Services 
TABLE E-6 (continued) 
Control Data · 
1961-1962 1962-1963 196 4-196 5  




6 , 200 . 58 4 , 988 . 82 5 ,294 . 72 
-o- 1 , 287 . 13 -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-















2 ,.97-6 . 19 
39 . 67 · 
2 100 . 00 













Replacement of Vehicle 
Insurance on Busses 
Operation and ' Maintenance 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Transportation 
Operation of Plant 
Salaries 
Fuel for Heat 
Utilities (Except Heat ) 
Supplies (Except Utilities ) 
Other Operational Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Operation of Plant 
Maintenance of Plant 
Salaries 
Contra�ted Services 
Replacement of Equipment 
Upkeep and Materials 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Maintenance of Plant 
TABLE E-6 ( con:tinued) 
Control Data 
1961-l.962 1962-1963  1964-1965 
$ 7 , 069 . 35 $ . 7 , 959 . 00 $ 7 , 690 . 76 
-o- -o- -o-
4 , 915 . 59 -o- 4 , 124 . 86 
354 . 70 386 . 00 · 451 . 00 
6 ,9 74 . 24 8 , 33-0 . 20 7 , 048 . 24, 
-o- -o- -o-
$ i9 ,313 . 88 $ 16 ,675 . 20 $ 19 , 314 . 96 
$ 2 , 636 . 37 $ 2 , 774- . 27 · $ 3 , 173 . 20 
2 , 579 . 44 . l , 248 . 37 1 , 278 . 55 
l. , 119 . 41 1 , 367 . 3_8 1 , 088 . 28 
521 . 94 343 . 53 226 . 23 
-o- 2 2 . 00 · 67 . 56 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 6 , 857 . 16 $ 5 , 755 . 55 $ 5 , 833 . 82 
$ .lS . 00  $ 10 . 00 -o-
-o- -o- -o-
2 , 592 . 75 -o- 293 . 26 · 
6 ,049 . 39 3 , 313 . 48 , 5 , 124 . 91 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 8 , 657 . 14- $ 3 , 323 . 48 . $ 5 ,418 . 17 
1965-l966 
$ 8 , 012 . 34-
-o-
7 � 701 . 00 
425 . 00 · 
6 � 200 . 56 
-o-
$ 22 , 338 . 99 · 
$ 2 , 561 . 85 
l , 67l . 03 _ 
986 . 83 
801 . 81 
86 5 . 70 · 
-o-
$ 6 , 887 . 22 
$ 330 . 90 
-o-
-o-
3 , 667 . 6 3 
3 ,192 . 26 
$ 7 , 190 . 79 
TABLE E-6 ( continued) 
-
Expenditures Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963 1964-1965 1965-1966 
Fixed Charges 
Retirement , District 
Contribution $ 4 ,173 . 95 $ . 4 ,037 . 76 $ 3 , 960 . 03 · $ . .If , 7 5 3 •· 5 3 
Social Security , District 
Contribution 218. 80 465 . 75 . 504 . 23 · s 20 .  99 
Insurance on Building and 
Equipment 1 , 489 . 69 .l , 734 . 54 1 , 865 . 27 1 ;785 . 54 
Other Fixed Charges -o- -o- -o- -o-
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- 126 .00 · 
Total Fixed Charges $ 5 ,882 . 44 .$ 6 , 238 .-05  $ 6 , 329 .  5 3  $ 7 , 186 . 06 
Total Current Expenditures $119 , 141. . 86 $109 , 845 . 96 · $113 , 530 . 23 $136 , 833 . 08 
Food Services 
Salaries $ 2 , 7 27 .. 00 $ 2 , 80 3 . 45 $ 2 , 923 . 00 $ 2 �913 . 68 
Food Supplies · 7 ,712 . 49 7 ,396 . 09 6 , 829 .02 8 , 973 . 22 
Other Food Services Expense 35 . 00 l , 289 . 64 · 276 ·. 15 533 .  98 ' 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Food Service Expense $ 10·, 474 . 49 $ 11 ,489 . 18 $ 10·,028 . 17 $ 12 ,420. 88 
Student Body Activities 
Stud�nt Body Activities Expense $ 3 , 141 . 69 $ 3 , 602 . 07 $ 3 , 799 . 25 $ 4 , 34Q . 79 . 
ESEA , Title I -o- . -o- -o- -o-
Total S�udent Body Activity $ 3 , 141 . 69 $ 3 , 602 .07 . $ 3 ,799 . 25 $ 4 �340 . 79 · 
Expenditures 
Community Services 
Community Service Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Community Service Expense 







Other Capital Outlay 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Capital -Outlay Expense 
Debt Service · Expense 
Retirement of Bonds 
Printing -and Engraving Bonds 
Interest on Bonds 
Total Debt Service Expense 
TABLE E-6 (continued ) 
Coµtrol Data 


































$ 2 ·,769 . 50 
-o-








$ 141685. 75 









Payment Between School Districts 
Tuition to Other Districts 
Transportation to Other Districts 
Tuition ,  Mentally Retarded 
Pr_ogram 
Total Payment Between Schools 
Gross Expenditures 
TABLE E-6 ( continued ) 
Control Data 





















Tuition from Patrons 
Transportation from Patrons 
Other Local (Gr .  1-12 ) 
Food Services 
Student Body Activities 
Community Services 
All Other Local 
Total Local Income · 
County Income · 
Fines , Forfeitures , 
Escheats , etc . 
State Assessed Utility Tax 
Other County Income 
Total Income from County 
1961-1962 
$ 63 ,423 . 23 ·  
3 , 637 . 89 · 
675 . 57 
-o-
-o-
110 . 50 
6 , 978 . 86 





$ 90 ,460 .. 7 9  
$ 525 . 15 
7 ,783 . 64 
-o-
$ 8 , 308 .. 79 
Control Data 
196 2-1963 1964-1965 
$ 64 , 144 . 85 $ 66 , 236 . 39 
3 , 202 . 15 3 , 034 . 74 · 
697 . 92 1 , 078 . 93 
-o- 822 . 50 
-o- -o-
93 . 25 144 . 25 
7 , 971 . 76 8 , 313 . 5 5  
5 ,436 . lf.7 7 , 500 . 92 
-o- -o-
-o- -o-
$ 81 , 546 . 40 $ 87 ·, 131 . 28 
$ 908 . 17 $ 894 .. 41 
8 , 558 . 04 9 ,194 . 55 · 
-o- -o-
$ 9 ,466 . 21. $ 10 , 688 . 96 
1965-1966 
$ 69 , 129 . 57 
3 ,7 82 . 43 
1 ,066 . 60 
100 . 00 
-o-
3 2 . 00 
8 , 851 .48 
7 , 898 . 87 
-o-
-o-
$ 90 �860 . 95 
$ 1 ,0 04 . 15 
10 , 632 . 30 
-o-






Eq�alizat ion ,  Teacher Prepara-
tion and Additional Amount 
Transportation 
Exceptional Pupil and/or 
Orphan Aid 
Building Aid 
Fore_ign Insurance (Textbook )  




Public Law 815 





Other Federal through State. 
Total Federal Income 
Total Revenue Receipts 
7ABLE E-7 ( continued ) 
Control Data 
1961-1962 196 2-1963 196q.-196 5 
$ 37 ,331 . 00 $ 39 , 833 . 00 $ 43 , 550 . 00 · 
7 , 5 21 . 00 7 , 945 . 00 J.0 ,122 . 00 · 
-o- -o- 2 , 800 . 00 
-o- 14 , 219 . 28 -o-
2z05 5 . 57 1 , 901. 87 11759 .61 
$ 46 , 907 . 57 $ 63 , 899 . 15 $ 58 , 231 . 61 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- $ 1 , 710 . 00 · -o-
-o- -o- $ 549 . 00 
$ 506 . 49 455 . 00 467 ·. 97 
2 , 882 . 66 2 , 844 . 09 2 , 459 ·. 00 
1 , 654 . 37 851 . 12 1 .,497 . 22  
--o- -o- .-o-
-o- 1zl50 . 04 -o-
$ 5 , 043 . 52 $ 7 , 010 . 25 $ 4 , 973 . 19 · 
$150 , 720 . 67 $161 � 922 . 01 $161 , 025 . 04 
1965-1966 
$ 46 ,006 . 00 
12 , 087 . 00 




-829 . 41 





$ 601 . 08 
3 , 908 . 00 
1 , 067 . 25 
317 . 60 
60 .00 · 
$ 5 , 953 . 93 





Nonrevenue _ Receipts 
Sale of Bonds 
Property Sales 
Insurance Proceeds 
Total Nonl'evenue Receipts 




Total Receipts from 
Other Districts 
Gross . Receipts 
TABLE E-7 ( continued) 
Control Data 
1961-196 2  196 2-J.963 1964-196 5  
$300 , 000 . 00 -o- -o-
-o- $ 688 . 00 -o-
-o- 26 3 . 28 -o-
$300 ,000 . 00 · $ 9 51 . 28 . -o-
$ · 1 ,675 . 00 · $ 2 ,035 . 9 5 $ 3 , 7 5 8 . 7 2  
75 . 00 -o- -o-
$ 1 , 75 0 . 00 $ 2 , 035 . 95 $ 3 , 758 .. 72 




$ 46 . 1-0 
$ 46 . 10 
$ 1 ,736 � 70 
50 . 00 
$ 1 , 786 .70 





EXPENSE CONTROL DATA FOR GREEN RIDGE DISTRICT 
Expenditures Control Data 
1961-1962 196 2-1963 1964-1965 1965-1966 
Administration 
Salaries , Secretary of Board $ 1 , 366 . 23 -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Treasurer of Board -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Superintendent 1 , 000 . 00 1 ,0 00 . 00 1 , 000 . 00 1 ,000 . 00 
Salaries , Other -o- 1 �360 . 74 1 ,5 51 . 00 1 , 605 . 80 
School Election and Census 42 . 81 79 . 93 77 . 12 63 . 46 
Audit 200 . 00 200 . 00 200 . 00 · -o-
Supplies 3 50 . 54  384 . 23 3 50 . 13 324 .. 8 3  
Other Expense 554 . 34 701 . 40 634 . 89 668 . 39 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
ESEA , Titl.e I I I  -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Administration $ 3 , 513 . 92 $ 3 , 726 . 30 $ 3 , 813 . 14 $ 3 ,6 6 2 . 48 
Instruction 
Salaries , Principals -o- -o- . -o- -o-
Salaries , Supervisors 
and Consultants -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Teachers $ 60 , 511 . 50 $ 63 ,973 . 23 $ 7 5 , 178 . 99 $ 77 , 101 . 06 
Salaries , Substitute Teachers -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Librarians -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Other -o- -o- -o- -o-
Free Textbooks 1 , 818 . 39 1 ,901 . 87 1 , 759 . 61 2 , 829 . 41 
School Library Resources -o- -o- -o- -o-
Other Printing and· Publications , 
Instructional Material -o- -o- -o- -o-
Expenditures 
Instruction { cont . }  
Instructional Supplies 
(Excluding Library ) 
Textbooks , ESEA , Title II 
School Library Resources , 
ESEA , Title II 
Other Instructional Material , 
ESEA , Title II 
Instructional Supplies 
Other Instructional Expense 
ESEA ·, Title I 
ESEA , Title III  




ESEA , Title I 




ESEA , Title I 
Total Health Services 
TABLE E-8 ( continued ) · 
Cont:t'ol Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963 1964-1965 




1 , 705 . 96 2 , 383 . 86 3 , 355 . 8 5 
694 . 72 507 . 28 684 .47 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-














2 , 5914- . 76 
8 34 . 50 
-o-
-o-













Replacement of Vehicle 
Insurance on Busses · 
Operation and Maintenance 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Transportation 
Operation of Plant 
Salaries 
Fuel for Heat 
Utilities (Except Heat ) 
Supplies (Except Utilities ) 
Other Operational Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Operation of. Plant 




Replacement of Equipment 
Upkeep and Materials 
ESEA ·, Title I 
Total Maintenance of Plant 
TABLE E-8 ( continued) 
Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963 1964-1965 
$ 2 , 5-80 . 00 $ 3 , 4lf.9 . 91 $ 4 ,  764 ·. 33 
8 ,115 . 38 6 , 269 . 10 2 , 917 . 20 
4 , 685 . 00 625 . 00 4 , 264 . 77 
2lf.8 . 05 256 . 35 · 266 . 60 
2 ,008 . 26 3 , 501 . 68  4 ,623 . 99 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 17 ,636 . 69 $ 14 , 102 . 04 $ 16 , 836 . 89 
$ 2 , 917 . 83 $ 3 ,104 . 12 $ 4 , 364 . 46 
1 , 808 . 28 2 , 794 . 93 2 , 567 . 67 
1 ,-8-68 . 8'+ 2 , 993 . 03 , 3 ,476 . 02  
1 , 298 . 75 · 1 ,714 . 59 1 , 30 5 . 10 
206 . 46 332 . 99 · 386 .. 9 5  
-o- -o- -o-
$ 8 , 100 . 16 $ 10 , 939 . 66 $ 12 , 100 . 20 
-o- -o- -.o-
-o-. -o- -o-
$ 2 , 457 . 67 $ 1 , 191 . 10 $ 1 , 88 8 . 58 
869 . 92 1 ,108 . 71 3 , 852 . 30 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 3 , 327 . 59 $ 2 , 299 . 81 · $ 5 . ,740 . 88  
1965-1966 
$ lf. , 670 . 50 
2 , 887 . 55 
4 , 57 5 . 00. · 
349 . 70 
4 , 221. .70 
-o-
$ 16 , 704 .. '+5 
$ 4 , 255 . 98 
2 , 542 . 71 
3 , 682 . 69 · 
1 , 80 6 . 37 
355 . 11 
-o-
$ 12 , 642 . 86 . 
-o-
-o-
$ 2 , 755  .  61 · 
4 ,117 . 76 
-o-
$ 6 , 873 . 37 
0) 
TABLE E-8 ( continued ) 
Expenditures Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963  1964-196 5  1965-1966  
Fixed Charges 
Retirement , District 
Contribution $ 3 , 6 53 . 16 $ 3 , 761 . 16 $ 4 , 319 . 00 $ 4 , 797 . 35 
Social Security � District 
Contribution 466 . 8 3 56 5 . 87 939 . 84 1 ,052 . 31 
Insurance on Building and 
Equipment 1 ,166 . 77 1 , 236 . 47 1 , 735 . 37 1 , 903 . 14 
Other Fixed Charges 900 . 56 908 . 31 866 . 83 784 . 93 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Fixed Charges $ 6 , 187 . 32 $ 6 ,471 . 81 $ 7 , 861.. 04 $ 8 , 537 . 73 
'• 
Total Current Expenditures $10 3 ,496 . 25 $l06 , 30 5 . 86 $127 , 331 . 07 $131 ,780 . 62 
Food Services 
Salaries $ 2 , 6 21 . 07 $ 2 ,646 . 8 3  $ 2 ,772 . 36 $ 2 , 738 . 41 
Food Supplies 6 ,7 27 . 62 7 ,371 . 86 6 , 976 . 54 7 , 799 . 58 
Other Food Services Expense 190 . 17 6 57 . 22 145 . 16 154 . 65 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Food Service Expense $ 9 , 538 . 86 $ 10 , 67 5 . 91 $ 9 , 894 . 06 $ 10 , 692 . 64 
Student Body Activities 
Student Body Activities Expense $ 4 , 949 . 69 $ 5 , 857 . 48 $ 7 ,811 . 89 $ 8 , 205 . 39 
ESEA'"i- Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-




Community Service Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Conununity Services Expense 







Other Capital Outlay 
ESEA , Title I 
T�tal Capital Outlay Expense 
Debt Service Expense 
Retirement of Bonds 
Printing and Engraving Bonds 
Interest on Bonds · 
Total Debt Service Expense 
TABLE E-8 ( continued) 
Control Data 
1961-1962  19 62-.1963 1964-1965  
-o- $ 20  . oo -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- $ 20 . 00 -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$166 , 818 . 57 $ 153 , 760 . 93 -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- s 226 . 20 




$166 , 818 . 57 $ 165 , 095 . 93 $ 7 26 .  20 
$ 7 , 000 . 00 $ 12 , 000 . 00 $ 12 , 000 . 00 
561 . 75 -o- -o-
8 , 496 . 65 ll , 045 . 00 10 ; 211 . 24 








$ 8 33 . 66 




$ 1 ,790 .64 
$ 12 , 000 . 00 
-o-
9 , 784 . 35 





Payment Between School Districts 
Tuition to Other Districts 
Transportation to Other Districts 
Tuition� Mentally Retarded 
Program 
Total Payment Between Schools 
Gross Expenditures 
TABLE E-8 ( continued) 
Control Data 
1961-1962 196 2-19 63  1964-1965  
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- $ 154 . 31 
-o- -o- $ 154 . 31 
-














Tuition from Patrons 
Transportation from Patrons 
Other Local ( Gr .  1-12) 
Food Services 
Student Body Activities 
Community Services 
All Other Local 
Total Local Income 
County Income 
Fines , Forfeitures , 
Escheat s ,  etc . 
State Assessed Utility Tax 
Other County Income 
Total Income from County 
TABLE D-9 
INCOME CONTROL DATA FOR CAMPBELL DISTRICT 
Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963 1964-1965 
$ 92 , 493 . 43 $ 95 > 14L09 $ 89 ,892 . 29 
2 , 94 2 . 40 2 ,64 8 . 111- 11 , 308 . 57 
845 . 01 992 . 91 1 ,388 . 58 
200 . 00 200 . 00 -o-
-o- -o- -o-
223 . 51 so . so 134 . 10 
20 ,995 . 40 20 , 832 . 50 22 ,95 2 . 18 
17 , 508 . 11 16 ,171 . 21 15 , 893 . 69 
-o- -o- -o-
125 . 00 5 ,615 . 18 6 , 464 . 31 
$135 , 33 2 . 86 $ 141 ,651 . 53 $148 ,033 . 72 
$ 607 . 16 $ 1 ,005 . 80 $ 2 , 806 . 41 
22 , 834 . 6 5  24 , 8 50 . 64 26 , 316 . 35  
-o- -o- -o-
$ 23 ,641 . 81 $ 25 , 8 56 . 44 $ 29.,122 . 76 
1965-l966 
$ 80 ,532 . 21 
22 ,523 . 23 




23 ,149 . 56 
16 ,193 . 60 
-o-
5 ,115 . 86 
$149 ,076 . 23 
$ 2 ,462 . 56 
2-6 , 376 . 88 
-o-






Equalization , Teacher Prepara­
tion and · Additional Amount 
Transportation 
Exceptional Pupil and/or 
Orphan Aid 
Building Aid 
Foreign Insurance (Textbook ) 




Public Law 815 





Other Federal through State 
Total Federal Income 
Total · Revenue Receipts 
TABLE D-9 ( continued) 
Control Data 
1961-196 2 1962-1963 1964-l96 5  
$190 , 839 . 00 $17 8 , 815 . 00 $186 , 306 . 00 
24 , 234 . 00 26 ,.158 . 00 27 ,7 94 . 00 
3 , 50 0 . 00 7 , 000 . 00 7 , 000 . 00 
-o- -o- -o-
9 , 277 . 52 7 , 968 . 98  7 , 2l3 . 92 





$ 1 , 174 . 08 $ 1 , 307 . 91 $ 4 , 865 . 90 
2 , 880 . 43 2 , 189 .75  977 . 00 
4 ,774 . 15 5 ,43 2 . 87 5 , 54l .. 7 6  
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$ 8 , 828 . 66 $ 8 , 930 . 53 $ 11 , 384 . 66 
$39 5 , 6 5 3 . 85 $396 ,380 . 48 $416 , 855 . 06 
1965-1966 
$190 , 522 . 00 
30 , 612 . 00 
7 ,078 . 00 
-0-
10 ,113 . 31 
$238 ,325 . 31 
$ 1 ,.050 . 43 
67 , 894 . 65 
-o-
-o-
735 . 00 
1 ,166 . 00 
3 ,670 . 32 
1 , 445 . 17 
-o-
$ 7 5 , 961 . 57 






Sale of Bonds 
Property Sales 
Insurance Proceeds 
Total Nonrevenue Receipts 
Receipts from Other Districts 
For Tuition 
For Transportation 
Total Receipts from . Other 
Districts 
Gross Receipts 
TABLE D-9 ( continued )  
Control Data 






$ 156 . 60 -o- -o-
$ 156 . 60 -o- -o-













EXPENSE CONTROL DATA FOR CAMPBELL DISTRICT 
Expenditures Control Data 
1961-1962 1"962-1963 1964-1965 196 5-1966 
Administration 
Salaries � Secretary of Board $ 150 . 00 -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Treasurer of Board S0 . 00 $ 50 . 00 $ 50 . 00 -o-
Salaries ,  Superintendent 8 ,499 . 56 9 , 000 . 00 9 , 000 . 40 $ 9 ,7 56 . 19 
Salaries , Other 2 , 449 . 94 2 , 830 . 07 4 , 300 . 00 3 ,6 37 . 50 
School Election and Census 78 . 13 281 . 29 6 25 . 3 5  128 . 47 
Audit 600 . 00 636 . 00 619 . 00 632 . SO 
Supplies 537 . 15 548 . 30 401 . 04 218 . 20 
Other Expense 1 , 190 . 53 1 ., 180 . 83 1 , 339 . 5 8 1 , 299 . 00 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- 64 . 44 
ESEA , Title III -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Administration $ 13 , 5 5 5 . 31 $ 14 , 526 . 49 $ 16 ;335 . 37 $ 15 , 7 36 . 30 
Instruction 
Salaries , Principals $ 12 , 002 . 36 $ 12 , 139 . 17 $ 13 , 20 0 . 00 $ 14 ,805 . 00 
Salaries , Supervisors and 
Consultants 3 ,250 . 00 -o- -o- -o-
Salarie s , Teachers 171 , 143 . 24 . 180 ,84L 2 2  194 , 542 . 38 208 , 819 . 19 · 
Salaries , Substitute Teachers 3 , 104 . 00 3 , 078 . 80 3 , 179 . 99 2 , 834 . 92 
Salaries , Librarians· -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Other -o- -o- -o- 1 ,000 . 02 
Free Textbooks 4 , 412 . 19 4 ,320 . 80 5 , 732 . 42 10 ,467 . 5 5 
School Library Resources 4 , 86 5 . 33 4 , 947 .62 2 , 071 . 49 J. ,370 . 54 
Other Printing and Publications , 
Instructional Material -o- -o- -o- -o-
Expenditures 
Instruction ( cont . )  
Instructional Supplies 
(Excluding Library) 
Textbooks , ESEA , Title II 
School · Library Resources , 
ESEA , Title II 
Other Instructional Material , 
ESEA , Title II  
Instructional Supplies 
Other Instructional Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
ESEA , Title III  




ESEA , Title I 




ESEA , Title I 
Total Health Services 
TABLE E-10 (continued ) 
Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-l963 1964-1965  




5 , 970 . 67 8 , 822 .. 73 19 , 515 . 53 
2 , 883 . 26 l ,459 . 08 . -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$207 , 6 31 . 05  $ 215 ,609 . 42 $ 238 , 241 . 81 
$ 225 . 00 $ 225 . 00 $ 225 . 00 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$ 22·5 . 00 . $ 225 . 00 $ 225 . 00 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 3 . 27 $ 2 . 79 -o-
-o- -o- -o-





.15 , 306 . 81 
8 ,826. 07 
-o-
15 , 946 . 70 
-o-
$279 , 376 . 80 
$ 200 . 00 
-o-
-o-
$ 200 . 00 
-o-
$ 4 . 01 
J. , 718 . 58 





Replacement 0£ Vehicle 
Insurance on Busses 
Operation and · Maiµtenance 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Transportation 
Operation of Plant . 
Salaries 
Fuel for Heat 
Utilities ( Except Heat ) 
Suppli�s ( Except Utilities ) 
Other Ope�ational Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Operation of Plant 
Maintenance of Plant 
Salaries 
Contr.acted Services 
Replacement of Equipment 
Upkeep and Materials 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Maintenance of Plant 
TABLE E-10 ( continued)  
-
Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963 1964-1965 
$ 11 , 331 . 0 5  $ 11 , 851. 98 $ 13 , 375 . 00 
-o- -o- -o-
6 , 341 . 54 6 , 139 . 04 3 ,945 . 6 5  
1 , 26 5 . 67 1 , 279 . 13 , 602 . 20 
7 , 553 . 02 7 ,3 66 . 61 8 _, 879 . 66 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 26 ,491 . 28 $ 26 , 636 . 76 $ 26 , 802 . 51 
$ 10 ; 129 . 81 $ 9 ,788 . 34 $ 4 ,702 . 40 
-4 ,324 . 38 4 , 317 . 91 4 , 129 . 98 
'4 ,706 . 82 4 ,8 22 . 23 5 , 637 . 87 
3 , 610 . 71 5 , 590 . 36 S , 572 . 29 
1 , 215 . 02 802 . 92 945 . 20 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 23 , 986 .. 71¼ $ 25 ;321 . 76 $ 2 0 ,987 . 74 
' $ · - 432 . 00 $ 926 . 0 3  $ 7 , 254 . 50 
-o- 160 . 55 -o-
6 , 161 . 07 10 , 694 . 17 -o-
5 , 622 . 55 4 , 543 . 57 12 , 040 . 23 
-o- -o- -o-
$ l2 , 215 . 62 $ 16 , 324 . 32 $ 19 , 294 . 73 
196 5-1966 
$ 14 , 367 . 50 
-o-
-o-
894 .  95  
11 ,184 . 6 8 
2 780 ... 0 0  
$ 29 , 227 . 13 
$ 6 , 690 . 00 
4 , 275 . 55 
6 , 086 . 29 
4 , 399 . 50 
634 . 89 
120 . 00 
$ 22 , 206 . 23 
$ 3 ,7 38 . 25 
-o-
-o-
8 ,414 . 37 
-o-
$ 12 , 152 . 62 




1961-1962 1962-1963 1964-1965 196 5-1966 
Fixed Charges 
Retir�ment , District 
Contribution $ 11 ; 3 24 . 35 $ ll ,63q . 52 $ 13 ;, 004 . 19 · $ 13 , 132 . 17 
Social Security , District 
Contribution 944 . 77 1 , 175 . 71 l. ,401 . 7 5  2 , 765 . 29 
Insurance on _ Building and 
Equipment . 2 ,176 . 82 1 ,622 . 08 1 , 692 . 00 1 , 926 . 00 
Other Fixed Charges -o- -o- -o- -o-
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- 1 020 . 78 · 
Total Fixed Charges $ 14 , 445 . 94 $ 14 ,434 . 31 $ 16 ,097 . 94 $ 18 , 844 . 24 
Total Current Expenditures $298 , 5 54 . 21 $ 313 , 080 . 85 $337 ,985 . 10 $ 379 ,465 . 91 
Food Services 
Salaries $ 6 , 369 . 30 $ 6 , 605 . 44 $ 6 , 868 . 81 $ 6 , 759 . 12 
Food Suppl.ies 20 ,11·2 .  23 19 , 832 . 44 20 ;450 . 03 23 ,016 . 70 
Other Food Services Expense 1 , 249 . 60 822 . 39 1 , 271 . 45 920 . 39 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Food Service Expense $ 27  I 731 . 13 . $ 27 I 260 • 27 · $ 28 , 590 . 29 $ 30 , 696 . 21 
Student Body Activities 
Student .Body Activities 
Expense $ 17 , 397 . 6 3  $ 16 , 339 . 77 · $ l.0 , 056 . 71 ' $ 12�19� . 82 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Student Body Activity $ 17 , 397 . 63 $ 16 , 339 . 77 $ 10 , 056 . 71 $ 12 ,195 . 82 
Expenditures 
Community Services 
Community Service Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Community Services Expense 







Other Capital Outlay 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Capital Outlay Expense 
Debt Service Expense 
Retirement of Bonds 
Printing and Engraving Bonds 
Interest on Bonds 
Total Debt Service Expense 
TABLE E-10 ( continued ) 
Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963  1964-].965 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- .  -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- $ 514 . 00 -o-
-o- -o- -0-
-o- -o- $ 2 , 208 . 51 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- 5 59 . 40 
-o- -o- 4 , 339 . 10 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- $ 51'+ . 00 $ 7 ,107 . 01 
$ 15 , 000 . 00 $ 15 , 000 . 00 $ 16 , 000 . 00  
35 . 80 -o- -o-
8 , 340 . 80 7!886 . 66 6 , 911 . 64 






$ 10 , 953 . 69 
6 , 167 . 77 
4 , 875 . 08 
-o-
-o-
994 . 00 
23 244 . 02 
$ 46 , 234 . 56 · 
$ 16 , 000. 00 
-o-
6 , 385 .].9 




Payment Between School Districts 
Tuition to Other Districts 
Transportation to Other 
Districts 
Tuition , Mentally Retarded 
Program 
Total Payment Between Schools 
Gross Exf e!!_di_tures 
TABLE E-10 ( continued ) 
Control Data 
l961-1962  l962-1963 1964-196 5 
-o- $ 131 . 65 $ 5 , 216 . 96 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- 33 . 76 
-o- $ 131 . 65 $ 5 ,250 .72 
$ 367 ,059 . 57 $ 380 ,213 . 20 $411 , 901 . 47 
1965-1966 
$ 2 , 382 . 50 
-o-
-o-
$ 2 ., 382 . 5 0 








Tuit'ion from Patrons 
Transportation from Patrons 
Other Local (Gr . 1-12 ) 
Food Services 
Student Body Activities 
Couununity Services 
A.11 Other Local 
Total Local Income 
County Income 
Fines , Forfeitures , 
Escheats , etc . 
State Assessed Utility Tax 
Other County Income 
Total Income from County 
TABLE E-11 
INCOME CONTROL DATA FOR DEERING DISTRICT 
ContPOl Data 
1961-.1962 196 2-1963 1964-1965 
$ 69 , 251 . 15 $ 75 ,958 . 99 $ 7 5 ,965 . 24 
3 ,386 . 58 2 , 290 . 00 .1 ,957 . 31 
�169 . 62  .184 . 03 382 . 60 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
3 , 221 . 22 2 , 26 2 . 66 2 , 213 . 96 
13 , 557 . 30 13 ,621 .36 12 ,1-82 . .17 
12 , 255 . 51 11 ,746 . 99 9 , 147 . 95 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$101 , 841 . 38 $106 ,064 . 03 $101,849. 23 
$ 530 • .17 $ 584 .. 97 $ 1 , 209 . 70 
19 ,626 . 97 16 ,979-. 3 5  2 2 ,180 .42 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 20 ,157 . 14 $ 17 ,564 . 3 2  $ 23 ,390 . 12 
1965-1966 
$ 80 , 854 . 30 
3 ,648 . 41 
409 . 97 
--o-
-o-
2 ,953 . 1-6 
12 , 087 . 08 
8 ,058 . 07 
-o-
-o-
$108 , 010 . 99 
$ 1 , 407 . 90 
25 , 099 . 34 
-o-





Equalization , Teacher Prepara­
tion and Additional Amount 
Transportation 
Exceptional Pupil - and/or 
Orphan Aid 
Building Aid 
Foreign Insurance ( Textbook) 
Total State Income · 
Federal Income · 
EAO 
ESEA 
Public Law 815 





Other Federal through State 
Total Federal Income 
Total Revenue Receipts 
TABLE E-11 ( continued) 
Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963  1964-1965 
$151 ,152 . 00 $145 ,19 3 . 00 $145 , 40 5 . 00 
17 , 587 _. 00 20 ,479 . 00 27 , 075 . 00 
3 , 500 . 00 7 , 000 . 00 10 , 500 . 00 
-o- -o- -o-
7 ,142 . 75 6 ,135 . 22 5 , 553 . 90 





$ 272 . 00 -o- $ 572 . 05  
1 , 867 . 02 2 , 879 . 95 2 , 983 . 00 
3 , 851 . 84 4 , 080 . 31 2 ,692 . 63 
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$ 5 ,990 . 86 $ 6 , 960 . 26 $ 6 , 247 . 68 
$307 , 371 . 13 $309 , 395� 83  $320 , 020 . 93 
1965-1966 
$J.40 , 295 . 00 
27 , 504 . 00 
10 , 500 . 00 
-o-
9 , 312 . 99 
$187 , 611 . 99 
--
$ 1 , 48 6 . 77 
3 8 � 367 . 00 
-o-
-o-
1 , 290 .J.5 
5 , 268 . 00 
2 , 380 . 56 · 
322 . 53 
-o-
$ 49 ,J.l.5 . 0 l  






Sale of Bonds 
Property Sales 
Insurance Proceeds 
Total Nonrevenue Receipts 




Total Receipts from Other 
Districts 
Gross Receipts 
TABLE E-11 ( continued ) 
Control Data 
1961-196 2 1962-1963 1964-1965  
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$ 1 ,060 . 19 lll-4 . 09 $ sa · 1s  








$ 60 . 07 
$ 60 . 07 
$ 6 , 739 .68 
-o-
$ 6 ,739 . 68 




TABLE E-1 2  
EXPENSE CONTROL DATA FOR DEERING DISTRICT 
Expenditures Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963 1964-1965 196S-1966 
Administration 
Salaries ,  Secretary of Board $ 150 . 00 $ 150 . 00 $ 150 . 00 $ 150 . 00 
Salaries , Treasurer of Board 50 . 00 50 . 00 50 . 00 50 . 00 
Salaries , $uperintendent 8 , 000 . 04 8 , 400 . 00 7 ,799 . 96 · 8 , 350 . 02 
Salaries , Other 2 , 280 . 00 2 , 350 . 00 3 ,420 .o·o 3 , 515 . 80 
School Election and Census 27 . 50 60 . 61 60 .70  253 . 07 
Audit 300 . 00 300 . 00 300 . 00 350 . 88 
Supplies . .  148 . 87 294 . 87 440 . 21 408_. 53 
Other Expense 1 ,011. 52 2 ,012 .34 1 ,059 . 29 1 ,093 . 27 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- 668 . 15 
ESEA , Title III  -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Administration $ 11 , 967 . 93 $ 13 , 617 . 82 $ l.3 , 280 . 16 $ 14 , 839 . 72 
Instruction 
Salaries , Principals $ 11 , 770 . 08 $ 11 ,8 69 . 92 $ 12 ,505 . 12 $ 12 , 999 . 96 
Salaries , Supervisors and 
Consultants -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Teachers 126 ,412 . 10 122 ,969 . 19 143 � 295 . 05 153 , 021. 70  
Salaries , Substitute Teachers 2 , 754 . 34 4 , 99 3 . 69 5 , 932 . 33 2 ,417 . 25 
Salaries ,  Librarians -o- -o- -o- -o-
Salaries , Other 3 , 500 . 00 4 ,458 . 23 3 ,654 . 00 3 ,684 . 00 
Free Textbooks 5 , 826 . 11 4 , 622 . 37 4 ,208 . 38 7 ,977 . 76 
School Library Resources l', 37 2 . 79  1 , 512 . 8 5 1 , 363 . 26 1 , 335 . 23 
Other Printing and Publications , 
Instructional Material -o- -o- -o- 17 � 70 
Expenditures 
Instruction (cont . ) 
Instructional Supplies 
(Excluding Library) 
Textbooks," ESEA, Title II 
School Library Resources, 
ESEA, Title II 
Other Instructional Material, 
ESEA , Title II 
Instructional Supplies 
Other Instructional Expense 
ESEA, Title I 
ESEA, Title III  




ESEA, Title I 




ESEA , Title I 
Total Health Services 







4 , 646 . 43 
367 . 31 
-o-
-0-

















5 ,495 . 0 5  
1 ,124 . 62 
-o-
-o-

















5,057 .  21 
849 . 6 3 
-o-
-o-
$176 , 864 . 98 
$ 1 , 125 .00 
-o-
-o-
$ 1 ,125 . 00 
-o-
$ 191 .  27 
-o-




477 . 00 
-o-
6 , 931 . 14 
1 ,5 81 . 50 
2 , 715� 53  
-o-
$193 ,158 .  77 
$ 1,125 .00 
-o-
-o-
$ 1 ,125 . 00 
-o-
$ 365 . 60 
518 . 60 





Replacement of Vehicle 
Insurance on Busses 
Operat ion and Maintenance 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Transportation 
Operation of Plant 
Salaries 
Fuel for Heat 
Utilities (Except Heat) 
Supplies (Except Utilities ) 
Other Operational Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Operation of Plant 
Maintenance of Plant 
Salaries 
Contracted Services 
Replacement of Equipment 
Upkeep and Materials 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Maintenance of Plant 
TABLE E-l2 ( continued ) 
-
Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963 1964-1965 
$ l0 ·, 375 . 07 $ 10 , 473 . 96 $ 12 , 422 . 56 
-o- -o- -o- . 
6 , 431 . 41 6 , 318 . 66 · 6 , 451 . 00 
1 -, 132 . 7-5 882 . 84 7-04: . 90 
6 , 589 . 91 6 ,618 . 28 7 , 364 . 06 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 24 , 529 . 14 $ 24 , 29 3 • 74 · $ 26 ,942 . 52 
$ 3 ,l.70 . 07 $ 3 ,397 . 74 . $ 3 ,770 . 30 
4 , 284 . 98 4 , 493 . 94 4 ,487 . 82 
4 , 421 . 85 4 ,663 . 22 · -4 , 951 . 24 · 
1 , 882 . 37 2 ,027 . 52 2 , 432. 55 · 
5 . 25 29 . 33 155 . 30 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 13 ,764 . 52 . $ 14 ,611 . 75 $ 15 -,797 . 21 
$ 4 , 816 . 47 . $ 4 ,590 . 04 $ 4 , 754 . 20 
1 , 396 . 57 4 , 802 . 50 2 ,6 24 . 97 
3 , 352 . 93 6 , 829 .32 · 6 ,534 . 99 
3 ,5 39 . 31 5 ,658 . 00 4,112 . 89 
-o- -o- -o-
$ 13 ,105 . 28 . $ 21 , 879 . 86 $ 18 ,027 . 05 
1965-1966 
$ 12 ,949 . 68 
. -o-
6 , 587 . 00 
1 , 268 . 00 
6 , 634 . 65 
120 . 00 
$ 27 ,559 . 3 3 · 
$ 4 ,291 . 17 
4 , 349. 93 
5 , 35 3 . 77 
2 , 598 .. 90 
81 . 73 
160 . 00 
$ 16 , 835 . 50 
$ 5 ,706 . 86 
3 ,442 . 73 
4 , 936 . 59 
7 ,918 . 76 
-o-




TABLE E-12 ( continued ) 
Expenditures Control Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963 1964-1965 1965-1966 
Fixed Charges 
Re�irement , District 
Contribution $ 8 , 819 . 59 $ 8 ,667 . 60 $ 9 , 847 . 24 · $ 10 , 91.4 . 30 
Social Security , District 
Contribution 945 . 13 1 ,209 . 04 1. , 493 . 52 1. , 871. 04 
Insurance on Building and 
Equipment 3 , 885 . �3 3 ,1.26 . 18 3 , 002 . 50 1 ,920 . 50 
Other Fixed Charges 29 . 75 31 . 53 28 . 40 26 . 15 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-
Total Fixed Charges · $ 13 ,679 . 90 $ 13 , 034 .35 $ 14 ,37L. 66 $ 14 , 731 . 99 
Total Current Expenditures $ 233 , 89 5 . 93 , $244 ,7 5� . 10 $ 266 , 599 . 8 5 $ 291 , 139 . 4 5  
Food Services 
Salaries $ 5 ,108 . 26 $ 6 , 08 5 . 71 $ 6 , 460 . 00 $ 7 ,733 . 59 
Food Supplies 12 ,671 . 89 12 ,182 . 54 . 9 , 573 . 02 10 , 553 . 99 
Other Food Services Expense 395 .68  682 . 31 399 . 89 690 . 21 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- 209 . 74 
Total Food Service Expense $ 18 ,175 . 83 $ 18 ,950 . 56 $ 16 , 432. 91 $ 19 ,187 . 53 
Student Body Activities 
Student Body Activities 
Expense $ 12 , 827 . 59 $ 11 , 561 . 32 $ 9 , 801 . 21 $ 1-0 ,640 . 48 
ESEA , Title I -o- -o- -o- -o-






Community Service Expense 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Community Services Expense 







Other Capital Outlay 
ESEA , Title I 
Total Capital Outlay Expense 
Dept Service Expense 
Ret irement of Bonds 
Printing and · Engraving Bonds 
Interest on Bonds 
Tot�! Debt Service Expense 
TABLE E-12 (continued ) 
Control Data 





$ 90 , 542. 17 $ 2 ,172 _. 58  -o-
-o- -o- -o-
-o- 282 .20 77 . 30 
11 , 398 . 34 1 , 383 . 6 2 4 , 202 . 57 
-o- -o- -o-
1 ,7 53 . 88 -o- 1 , 009 . 95 
-o- -o- -o-
$103 , 694 .. 39 $ 3 , 838 . 40 $ 5 , 289 . 82 
$ 8 , 000 . 00 $ 11 ,000 . 00 $ 12 � 000 . 00 
-o- -o- -o-
4 ,405 . 00 4 ,105 . 00 3 , 280 . 00 
$ 12 ,405 . 00 $ 15 , 105  . oo · $ 15 , 280 . 00 
1965-1966 
$ 3 , 051 . 03 
-o-




482 . 28 
5 , 296 . 38 
-o-
1 ,852 . 10 
5 !164. 37 
$ 12 , 795 . 13 
$ 12 , 000 . 00 
-o-
2 , 830 . 00 





Payment Between School Districts 
Tuition to Other Districts 
Transportation to Other 
Districts 
Tuition , Mentally Retarded 
Program 
Total Payment Between Schools 
Gross Expenditures 
TABLE E-12 ( continued ) 
ContI'Ol Data 
1961-1962 1962-1963 19611--196 5  
$ 5 � 67 2 .  00 $ 4 , 805 . 00 $ 110 . 48 -
-o- -o- -o-
-o- -o- -o-
$ 5 , 672 . 00 $ 4 ,805 . 00 $ ll.0 . 48 
$386 ,670 . 74 $299 ,014 . 3 8  $ 313




$ 2 20 . 92 
$ 2 20 . 9 2 





























AVEAAGt DAILY ATTENDANCE�-REORGANIZED DISTRICTS 
Before Reorsanization 
1961-1962 1962�1963 
559 . 39 
1,153 . 45 
1, 712 . 84 
60 3.16 
1, 125. 19 , 





319 . 00 
118. 81 
571 . 05 
141 . 67 
274 . 57 
327 , 15 
743. 39 
220 . 71 
157. 10 
101 . 13 
47 8. 94 
502 . 74 
1,129. 00 
1,631. 74 
567 . as . 
l, l0� . 38 




783 . 16 
127. 51 
319 , 02 
112 . 59 
559.12 
135. 61 
269 . 40 
318. 30 







1,508 . 18 1, 393 . 00 
1,587.97  1,539 .10 
635. 76 593 . 89 
541 ,  74 542 . 80 
626 . 62 627 . 88 
528 .95  484 . 76 
282 
TABLE F-2 
AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE--CONTROL DISTRICTS 
District 1961-1962 1962-li6 3 19�4.,1965 1965-1966 
Campbell . 946 . 08 905 , 7 8 914 . ll 881 . 65 
Deeri.ng 738 . 70 753 .· 31 691 . 93 658 . 48 
Clarkton 510 . 60 478 � 00 449 . 26 458 . 15 
Green R.i_dge 304 . 63 345 . 5 6 325 . 7 3 316 . 47 
R0cky Comfort . 320 . 7 0 314 . 9 7 321 . 86 317 . 9 8 




SALES-ASSESSMENT RATIOS--REOiGANIZED . DISTRICTS 
Countj� Ratio , � 
1963·1964 · l964•l965 l96�-l966 1966-1967 
;,-
Dunklin 31. 87 33 , 12 34 . 90 36 . 83 
Holt 28 . 2 8 . 29 , 43 26 . 40 28 .6 3 
Lafayette 27 . 42 27 . 17 28 . 26 30 . 3 5 
Pemiscot 24 . 14 26 , 28 24 . 56 26 . 19 
Pettis 31 . 9 2 30 . 47 31 , 07 31 , 18 
Newton 3l . i4 31 , 49 29 , 69 30 . 95 
Nodf.way 30 . 7 0 28 . 82 27 . 17 29 . 49 




SALES-ASSESSMENT RATIOS-.-CONTRQL DISTRICTS 
County Ratio , ' 
19$3,-1964 1 �964-1965 1965 .. 19ti6 1966-1967 
McDonald 31 , 01 30 . oo· · 29 .43 31 . 71 
Atchison . 26 . 57 26 .  83  · . 32 . 04 30 . 28 
Pemiscot 24 . 14 26 . 28 24 . 56 26 . 19 
Dunklip . · . 31 . 87 33 .12 34 . 90 36 , 83 
Pettis 3l , 92 30.47 31 , 07 31�18 
APPENDIX H 
TOTAL STATE INCOME AND EXPENSE DATA 
TABLE H-1 
TOTAL STATE INCOME DATA 
Income Year 
1961-1962 1962-1963 1964-1965 1965-1966 
Local Tax $186 ,.198 , 268 $196 , 525 , 016 $ 225 , 28 8 , 21.7 $247 , 922 , 383  
Food Service 20 , 921 , 982 22 ,339 , 916 25 ,358 , 2 27 27 , 220 , 25 8  
Student Body Activities 9 ,130 ,461 10 ,389 , 064 12 ,615 ,188 13 , 5 57 , 003  
Community Services 4 , 099 , 927 3 , 227 , 832 5 , 098 , 494 5 ,499 ,281 
Other Local 9 , 719 , 642 8 !181 , 234 ll_,443 !887 12 ,785 , 074 
Total Local Income $230 , 070 , 28 0  $241. , 263 , 062  $279 , 804 , 013 $ 306 , 9 83 , 999  
Utility Tax $ 21 , 225 , 8-03 $ 22 , 385 , 015 $ 25 , 843 , 29-8 $ 28 , 507 , 688  
"' Other County Tax 1285427.85 2 ,0872004 2 ,189!444 2 1248 ,146 
Total County Income $ 23 , 0-80 , 588 $ 24 ,472 ,019 $ 2-S , 03 2 , 742 $ 30 ,755 , 834 -..J 
State Foundati-0n $117 ,438 ,479 $118 ,463 , 393  $134 ,482 ,693 $149 ,91.5 , 912 
Building Aid -o- -o- -o- 1-, 422 -, 213 
Vocational Aid -o- -o- -o- 111501820 
Total State Income $117 ,438 ,479 $118 ,463 , 393 $134 ,48 2 , 693 $152 , 488 , 945 
TABLE H-1 (continued ) 
Income 
1961-196 2 1962-1963 
EOA -o- -o-
ESEA -o- -o-
Public Law Direct $ 3 , 587 , 827 $ 3 ,716 ,400 
NDEA 1 , 073 ,183 800 , 0 86 
Vocational Aid 1, 099 , 149 1 , 5 50 , 261 
School Lunch 3 , 694- , 766 4 , 276 ,13-S 
School Milk -o- -o-
Other Federal -o- -o-
Total Federal Income $ 9 ,,4 54 , 925 $ 10 , 342 , 8 8� 
Total Revenue Receipts $380 ,044 , 272  $394 ,541 , 3 59 
Bonds $ 45 ,780 ,024 $ 50 , 057 , 787 
Property 1 ,10 5 , 54-8 360 ,393 
Insurance 540 , 5 54 1 ,160 ,161 
Total Nonrevenue $ 47 ,426 , 126 $ 51 , 578 , 341 
From Other Districts $ 4 ,748 , 241 $ 4 ,787 , 512 





$ 3 ,484 , 583  
1 ,727 , 909 
1 , 318 ,859 
4 ,643 ,726 
-o-
480 ,494 
$ 11 ,655 , 571 
$453 , 975 ,019 
$ 46 , 510 ,712 
1 , 57 8 , 617 
876 ,28-8 
$ 48 , 965 , 617 
$ 4 , 381 , 892  
$507 , 322 , 528 
1965-1966 
$ 2 , 301-,615 
18 , 513 ,416 
5 ,458 , 142 
1 , 0 57 ,3,5 
2 , 212 , 834 
2 , 845 , 982 
1 ,7 84 ,781 
1 , 810 ,622 
$ 35 , 984 , 767 
$526 , 213 ,545 
$ 51 ,115 , 405  
851 , 272 
5171947 
$ 5 2 ,484 , 6 24 
$ 3 ,969 , 316 





TOTAL STATE EXPENSE DATA 
Expenditures 
1961-1962 1962-1963  
Administration $ 10 , 547 , 64� $ 11 , 272 , 157 
Instruction 197 ,095 ,659 215 , 887 , 011 
Attendance Services 524 , 818 549 , 667 
Health Services 1 , 551 ,893  1 ,679 , 570 
Pupil Transportation 15 , 569 , 948 16 ,278 , 7 26 
Operation of Plant 26 ,042 , 724 27 , 775 ,676 
Maintenance of Plant 10 ,785 , 8 53 11 ,738 ,069 
Fixed Charges 16 ,493!333 17!7 63 1916 
Total Current Expenditures $278 ,611 , 877 $302 , 944 ,792  
Food Services $ 24 , 86.8 , 240 $ 27 ,075 ,115 
Student Body Activities 9 ,782 ,759  10 , 383 , 600 
Community Service 4 , 640 , 991 4 , 326 , 912 
Capital Outlay 5 8 , 426 , 98 5  61 , 552 ,829 
Debt Service 27 ,7 64 ,6 30 30 , 516 ,785  
Payment Between School Districts 5 � 013 !8 28 5 , 052 , 259 
Total Expenditures $409 ,109 , 310 $441 , 852 , 292  
Year . 
1964-196 5 
$ 12 ,941 , 098  
249 , 147 , 122 
6 82 , 324 
2 ,013 ,039 
l7 , 862 , 730 
31 , 278 , 876 
13 ,163 , 0 29 
20 , 90 2 !949 
$347 , 991 ,167  
$ 29 , 649 ,100 
12 , 662_, 379 
6 , 524 , 879 
57 , 766 , 373  
34 , 961 , 0 53 
4 ,617 , 2 81 
$494 ,172 , 232 
1965-1966 
$ 14 , 275 , 5 2l 
278 , 338 ,108  
8-38 , 418  
2 ,404 , 056 
19 ,740 , 263 
33 , 213 ,167 
14 ,642 , 140 
23 2439 ,750  
$386 ,891 ,423 
$ 33 ,941 , 333 
13 , 476 , 9 5 2  
9 ,9 3 5 , 883  
6 5 ,600 , 924 
37 , 631 , 8 88 
4 , 268!851  





FD/5 REPORT FORM 
FIGURE 2 
FD/ 5 REPORT FORM 
291 
FD/5 
Fo, the year beginning July 1 ,  19 __ 
and closing June 30, 19 --
Report of Secreta ry of Board to County Super i n tendent and  Sta te Board of Educat ion  
CITY , TOWN , CONSO LIDATED AND REO RGAN IZED DISTRICTS 
(S i x -D i rector D i str i cts ) On or belore July 1 5  annually 
A. P U P I L  DA TA 
(S ect ions 162 .391 , 1 62 .82 1 and 1 65 . 1 1 1  RSMo) 
Tota l Boys G ir l s  Res ident 
. a b C d e 
Inc luding Legal Holidays and Lega lly l Non-res ident 3, L•ngth of Ter
m 
in Days authorized Teachers Meetings f �--
--

















































































______ "'T" ________ -r-------:----------a \i//]{JJ\i\Jti[i}i(}/)JJ{ Res id•nt and Non-res ident Grade Ag�09::t• � Dl�s 2J Ao:,r  � 
"-








(1 ) Kind•rgarten 
� Ungr aded 
Grade 1 
Grade 2 
8 .c Grade 3 u r.M .-1,- 4 V) 
t Grade 'i 
! 





(2) TOTAL :  Thru 8 
;:;, Grade 9 
0 Grade 1 0  
.c Grade 1 1  u 
V) 
.c -� Grade 1 2  
(3) TOTAL:  9·1 2  
(4) TOTAL : Ungraded Thru 1 2  
Kindergarten 
(5) TOT AL:  Thru 12  
5 Per cent ADA i s of E nro l lment = 
ADA Line 16 ,  column (k) x 1 00 




C • • 




.! • � II 







� .! � w ... ! 
0 .2 z V) 
..J 
I-
1 .  Kindeu:arten 
2 . 1 -8 
3 ,  9· 12  
4
, T OTAL: 1 -1 2 
5 .  Kinderga rte n 
6. 1 ·8 
7. 9· 12 
8.  TOTA L: 1 - 1 2  
9. Kinderaarten 
o. 1 -8 
1 .  9- 1 2  
1 2, TOTAL : K- 1 2 
[ �- K inder12arten 
4. l ·B 
5. 9·1 2 
6
. 
TOTAL : 1 - 1 2 
1 7. T OTAL :  K-1 2 










..Jl E num•rotlon . The number of persons be tween the ases of 6 and 20 in the d is trict. 
· 
.lJ E nrol lment . Pupils present for one or more days during a school yea
.
r are counted as be ing enrolled. Pupils transferred or �e-entered within the dis trict must not be counted twice in estab l isbina total 
enrol lment for the district, Do not Inc l ude pupi ls trans port•d to another s chool d istr ict, 
l.}Th• term .,e l•mentary schoo l"  as herein used shall me an any public school g iving instruction in ,rades not higher than the eighth grade . The term "high school" as herein used shall mean any pablic 
school giving instruc tion in two or more grades not lower than the ninth nor higher than the twelfth grade • • • • Section 160.01 1 RSMo • 
..!]Aggregate Days Attendance . The s um of the days present (actually a ttended) of all pupils w hen school was ac tually io sess ion during the year. (Do not count attendance of pupils for any legal holidays 
and legally authorized �achers'  meetings ), 
6 ..1JDays in S•ss ion . The days,. on wh ich the schoo_l is open �nd the pupils are under the guidance .and direction o� teach�rs in the teaching process,  Days on wh ich school is c losed for such reasons as  
holidays , legally authorized teachers' meeungs , and  inc lement weather should oo t  be c onsidered as  days  1 0  sess ion. 
_ _§,}Average Da i ly Attendanc• (ADA) . In a given school year,  the average daily attendance for a giveu school is the aggregatedays attendance of the school divided by the number of days schoo l  was 
·· actually in sess ion, or Ji + 1J = 2J 
-2.JT•rmlno logy us•d In this report . Handbook I, " The Common Core of State Education Information",  or Handbook II, " F inancial Accounting for Local and State School Systems ",  U .S. Office of 
Education are used as ieference whenever applicable . These two references are used below. 
AJTh• code numbers in column "b" refer to Handbook I, and lhe code number in c olumn "d" refer to Handbook II. 
DO NOT WRITE IN THESE cc •LUMNS 
Year Approval Audit c1a .. 
Date R eceived 
B. SCHOOL T E RM (a ) Days in Session ( j/ above ) 
(b ) Length of term in days includes lega l holidays ,  and teachers meetings legally authorized , 

























a_n_d c lo si ng of school 
(b ) C losed for legal  holidays 
1 (c) Clos�rd for tea�he�s meeting J 
I (d ) Length of Te:-
+ 
a .  Date school opened 
Month 









E. C E RTI FICATION SY.ATEM E N T  
Day Year 





(a) (b) (c) 
1( 14 7) Superintcncfent 
.2 c ( 149) Assistant Superintendent 
.. 0 
�- ii (150) Elementary Principal 
. V -
e i l> ( 151 )  Secondary Principal 
'i en I \ .LJV/ ,.;:,uyervisor,l!lemencary 
<( 
( 157) Supervisor, Secondary 
( 163) Kindergarten 
( 164) Elementary 
(165) Secondary 
( 166) Librarian, Elementary 
( 167) Librarian, Secondary 
( 172) Guidance, Elementary 
( 173) Guidance, Secondary 
( 1 76) Psychologist 
( 177) Attendance Officer 
( 180) Vis iting Teacher 
( 182) Physician s 
"j ( 184) Dentists 
S ( 186) Nurses (registered) 
i ( 192) Sec.-Clerical-Admin, 
j ( 194) Sec.-Clerical-Inst, 
o ( 196) Custodians 
( 198) Maintenance 
(200) Transportation 


















( 2 13) 
(213) 


















In compliance with Sections 162.39 1 ,  162,82 1 and 165 . 1 1 1 ,  RSMo , we the unders igned , hereby submit a report of the s tatistica l and financial data for this distric t ,  a nd certify that the 




District Name County Month Day Year 
E 
Presi dent of Board of Education Signature of County Clerk (or Notary Public) 
A 
Secretary of Board of Education Month Day Year 
< Subscribed and sworn to before me 
L 
Di strict Superintenden t of Schools Month Day Year vi My Commission Expires 
Summary of Bond s - F or 
B u i l d i ng s  a nd E qu i pment I 
Bond s unpa id as of 
June 30 ( la st year) •$------
I P lus I B ond s I s sued 
+ and Sold $ _ 
Bond s Pa id 
(th i s  year) 
I E q ua ls
l 
Bond s un pa id 
= June 30 (th i s  year)  
R E C E I P T S  
L E VY I N  C E N T S  ( Th i s  Y ear) 







1 1  Curre nt Taxe s 
1 1 .2 De linque nt Taxe s  
1 1 .3 Intangib le Taxe s 
1 2  Tuition from Patrons 
1 3  Tra ns por ta tion from Patron 
§ 1 4 . 1  Other L oc a l  (Gr, 1 -1 2 )  
1 4.2  F ood Service s 
1 4 .3 Student B ody Activities 
1 4 .4 Community Services  
... 1 4 , 5  A l l  Other  Local  
TOTAL 
� 21 F ines ,  F or . ,  Escheats , etc . 




I 3 1  
TOTAL 
EQ . ,  T P . ,  a nd A A 
Trans porta tion 
1
3 2 . 1  
� 32 .�  
� \ 32 . 3  
0 .,, .,,  
Y) J 
Exe ,  Pupil a nd /or Orph , 
Building A ids 
F or Insurance <Textb ook) 
40 .20  E OA 
40,30 ESEA 
TOTAL 
40,33 P L  81 5 (D irect) 
40.34 PL 874 (Direc t) 
� 40.60 NDEA 1k: w 0 w � 
40. 70 Vocationa l A id 
40,81 School Lunch 
40,82 School Milk 
40.90 Other F edera l Thru State 
TOTAL 
1 0-40 Tota l Revenue Recei pts 
50 Sa le of Bonds 
71 P!operty Sa les 
72 Ins urance Proceeds 
TOTAL 
Tota l As sessed Va luation 
� s  of l a st December .;,._<. ___ _ 
s 
Total A l l  F u n d s  
(a) 
¢ s 
Teachers F und 
(b) 
I n c i denta l F und 
(c ) 
Other I ndebted ness (Give 
informat ion in deta i l ) $ _________ __ ____ _ 
Textboo k F und 
(d) 
B u i l d i ng F u nd 
(e ) 
Debt Servi ces F u nd 
( f) 
¢ 
· .. :: • . . . • . • • . • . • .•.•. . . .  11�mr.l11 




1t�: . .  o/':: ti mb}: o·�--- F�;f,df. 
rent of Federa l Land s shou l d ( 
,J.,C,...;::.==....:.;;:.:.:.:..-....... �=�·,··:.:;·:.:.":.:.":.:.":.:.":.:.":.:.";;;;:".": . -. __ ·......;. . ::i.: 1•:·:
· 




. .  , .· .. ················· ············ :::::=:�= lilll:-1. ----------I 
·------------··il111111111j11111j1m111111111111111111111111;1;1;111111,i111111;1;111111111.J-----------: 
----------llll1!1!i'l1!1!111111111l ll!!!l!lll1111illi 
1l li !! I B l F o, Tui,ioo 
or� -� i-R-? ,..F�o:...r _.T:..:.r.,.,a.;;;ns"'"o""',o,..r.:.ata::.:t.::.;io::.:n:....... ____ +---------- -�j:oj:j:.:.:::.:,.:;:;:.:.:;::.:.;:;:a:..:;:;�:;:::.:\::.:·;:;:::::;:,;::.:;:::.:;:;:::::;:::.:.;:;::.:<::.:::;;::.:.;;;;:.:.:a;;;::.:;;;.::i;;;:4;: __________ J 00 u E � \(\urnished to pup i l s  as provided in Sect ion 1 70.05 1 ,  RSMo, it sha l l  f 
C: _g O TOT AL {}\e transferred to the teachers fund . (Sect i on 1 65 .01 1 RSMo.) }/ ·.· .·.·.·.· .· . .  · . . ·.·,•,•,· . . . · , · , · , ·.·.·.· .
.
. · ,·, ·. ·.·.·.·.·.·. ·.·.·.·.·.·.·. ·.·.·.·.· . ·.·.· . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ·. .  ·.·. ·.·.·.·.·.·.•.•.•.•.•.•,•,•.•.•.•.•.•.•.•:•:• a, G R OSS R E C E I PTS AND 
BA LANC ES. J UL Y  1 







































b, AOJUST E D  G R OSS R EC E I PTS AND 
BA LANC ES JULY 1 
L E AV E  B LA N K  
c,  Total Gross E x pe nd iture s 
L E AV E  B LAN K 
d ,  G R OSS BA LA N C E S  (A l l  Moneys)  
L E AV E B LA N K  
� j C g e .  Chec ks Outs tand ing (Plus ) 
c E O ·,.: f. Inve s tme nts (Minus ) 
� .. " � .� ... ,w - g. Cash Ba lance (Line d+e-f) 
o .... ·-1 .. ;; u h. Bank State me nt 
L E VY I N  C E NTS ( N ext Year) 
E X P E N D I T U R E S  
CII 1 1 0. 1  Secretary o f  B oard 
it 1 1 0.2 Treas urer of Boa.rd 
ct 
..I 1 1 0.3 Supe rintendent 
0 ct 
CII 1 1 0.4 Other Sa lades 
1 30. 1 School E le c tion a nd Census Ill 
·c 1 30.2 Aud it 
·e 1 30.3 Supplies 
1 30.4 Other Expe nses 
g 190 ESE A ,  Title I - 1 95 ESEA , Title Ill 
A 
TOTAL 
Tota l All F unds 
Tota l A l l  F u n d s  
(a) 
1t 











0:=:· ·=·= .::::::::: .. ::: . .  ::::::::::: • • -� . . . � ::•:::::::::. ::::::::::::: :::: t=:4�tlf�: ... �*�� :·��:::·::•::::::::: =:::::::::::::::::::: ·.: .
. ::, ::::::::::=: . • � . .. .. .. .  :} . .  : :: .. . ::::::: 
.. ::: _ _::: .. ,::::: ... 1:. ... �� .. ... . . .. ___ _.....:::�,.,_�:::.$;.::::::,,:::::: • •  ::::: .:::� :::::::::::f 
• B A N K  STA T E M E NT R EC ONC I L I AT I ON - Tot a l  cash ba lance shou ld be the same as the ba nk statement, In order to 
arr ive at the cash ba la nce, i nvestments owned shou ld be subtracted from the sum of Gros s Ba la nce ( l ine d)  and c hec k s  





I n c i dental F und 
(c ) 
Textbook F und 
(d ) 
Building 
B u i l d i ng F u nd 
(e ) 
¢ Debt Services 
Debt Servi c e s  F und 
( f ) 
i\))!!!?t????????? $ 
¢ 
• .. . 
. .  . .. . .  . .  . . 
i ¢ ·:·:···n-:-rrt:�ttttF:· \f }t�t�t t:·
···-·.·.·.-.:.·.·.· . · ·=i g� :;:;:tt t;tttt·.-.- ·.·.· . ·=�· ... ;.;.;\:=� . . . :;�ft; �trt�=�=�=�=�=�=t<=\ ::=::::: : . . u ..it ·
(Page 3) 
2 1 1  Pr incipa ls 




c .  2 20  2 2 1  
2 1 3 . 1  2 1 3 . 2  2 1 4  
1 1  <: 
Teachers Substitute Teachers Librarians 
n+hAr  s,. hr,i.$:<: Free Textbooks School Library Res ources '£ ::» 222  Other Print . & Pub.  Instructiona l Materials 223  lnst ,  Supplies ,  exc luding Library Supplies 2 2 S  Textbooks , ESEA , Title II 
(:') 230  School Library Resources ESEA Title I I  
N 2 3 S  Other Ins tructiona l Mater ia l  240  Ins tructiona l Supplies 2 SO  Other Ins tructiona l Supplies 290 ESE A ,  Title I 2 9S ESEA, Title III 
3 1 0  Sa lar ies 300 Attendence 320 Other Expenses Services 390 ESEA ,  T itle I 
400 Hea lth 4 1 0  Sa lar ies 420 Other Expenses Servi ces Ann C'CC' A Ti, 1  .. I 
S 1 0  Sa laries 
ESEA 
520 Contracted Tcensportatioa S30  Replacement of Vehicle S40 Insurance on Busses 
0 
0 "° 
S60 Operation & Maintenance S90 ESEA,  Tit le I 
6 1 0  Sa laries 630  Fue l  for Heat 
C .. 640 Utilities (Except heat) 0 C ·..: a 6SO Supplies (Except utilities )  o -t a.. 660 Other Operationa l  Expenses a.-
0 690 ESEA.  Title I 
7 1 0  Sa laries 
ci, u 720 Contracted Services __. __ ... ; ____ :,..c'-+-_,_7'_,,'\,y_O �Q· ,.� ... lace..ment oi Rqpjpment 
� ; -" .. a.. 740 Upkeep and Materials 







Tota l  A l l  Funds (a ) 
¢ s 
Teachers Fund (b) I nc i dental  Fund (c ) 
t-------------E_-:···.·c:·:· ·:·:··· ···_.-.;.·.·· ·;-:-:.-<:L.:.:.· ·=···=·:,_ __________ , 
·-----------i�I!riz:::!::::::-----------1: 
.!: ...,. 790 ESEA.  Title I a o .��_.:::;=;.;.;;.'---"'-=---------------------------� 
8 1 0. 1  8 1 0. 2  
800 820 F i xed 830 Charges 890 
Tota l 
Re tire ment ,  D ist ,  Contr, Soc ial  Security , Dist .  Contr . Insurance on B uild ing & Equipment Other F ixed Charge s ,  Exp. ESEA. Tit le I Tota l 
1 00-800 Total Current Expenditures 
Average Da i l y  Attenda nce (ADA) K-1 2 = 
Textbook (d) F und Bui l di ng Fund (e)  Debt Servi ces Fund (f) 
9 10  Sa laries 






Food 930 Otlier Fooa'Services Exp, Servi ces 
1 000 Student Body 
A • ' • 
1 1 00 Community Servi ces 1 2 1 0  
>- 1 2 2 0  1 2 3 0  1 2 3 1  a 1 2 32 'a. 1 2 33 1240  





990 ESEA,  Title I 
1 000 Student Body Activities 1 non ESEA. Title I 
1 1 00 Community Services 1 190 ESEA,  Title I Tota l Sites Build ings Equipment F urniture Ins tructiona l Apparatus New Busses Other Capita l Outlay ESEA,  Title I 
Tota l 








__ ,..1_4_l_l_T_u_it-·io-n-to_O_t_h-er_D_i_s-tr_ic_t_S--------+-----------.. :.. ·:·:.. ·:· ... ··:·.. :·:·... :·:·.. :·:·.. :·: .. ·:·::.;:;·::: .. ·:·:.. ·:· ... :·:· ... :·:· ... :·:·.. :·:·.. :·:·.. :·: .. ·:·:,;,;·:·:;.;i·:�·:,:.::':,:.:: :.:.:': :_: : ... : ::.:.: ::.:.::.:.: :·:.:.:·: .. :·:.:.::·: .. ·:·: .. ·:·::.:.:·:·:�  ���i�i�i�i\ :i:t:i:i:i:i.;:;:\}Wt:==·=i:f :�:�:�:/:�:f :{:�:�:��i�E���{� =····:··········-:-:-:,::::::::::::::·:·:·:·:·:·:·:�·:·:·:·:::·:::::·:·.·.·.·r� Pa yment 1 4 1 2  Trans . to  Other Districts t{f:Jlf:f{}(fj@\Jfl tM Tuition for Tra in ing Program- Retarded Ch i ldren (Pa id to the fWt Between �----------i==========r----------�\:;:::; State Board of Education - Ex pend itures for Tra ining Program :·:··::··::::: D�;!�::. l 4 1 3  Tui, ion. Men< . Re<. Prng<am Tota l :i� :�.:.�;���ii CL�,�;�
l
•: . . .  •;=;;��:;
cd 
tf:i: ;,'..;.::L.;;'.:';",:.\�W: 
1 00-1 400 Gro s s  Expenditures ¢ s ¢ s ¢ s ¢ s ¢ 
H. SCHOOL P LANT FACI L IT IES  (Note suggest ions be low) !/ 
JI This portion of the report is divided into five parts :  Part I - Plant Expansion and Improvement (During the school year just completed); Pan IT - Present Plant Inventory; Part III - Plant Facilities to be Completed N ext School Year; P art IV - Additional Plant F acilities N eeded; and Part V - Pupils in Excess of Normal Capacity, Y Any new buildings or additions completed during the past school year; any site acquisition, expansion or improvements; the cost of the building program; and the number of buildings sold or abandoned during the past school year should be shown in Part I. 
if The aumber of school buildings and classrooms used for school purposes (including Part I) and the number of school buildings not in use should be shown in Part II. The sum of the building columns should represent the actual number of school buildings in  the district, Y The number of buildings and clas srooms scheduled for completion between July 1 ,  1 965 and June 30, 1966 should be shown in Part III, If the number of buildinss and classrooms has been reported in Part II, do not l ist here. 
l/ The number of additional buildings and classrooms that are needed, with the estimated cost, should be shown in Part IV. §I Use numbers and not check marks. 1J Cost of Building Programs should include the cost of sites, cost of construction, architect and engineering fees, and cost of equipment. 
PART I .  PLANT E X PANSION AND IMP ROVEMENT - July 1 to June 30 PART 
(year j ust completed ) Y PR ESENT I I. PART 1 1 1 . PART IV.  PLANT PLANT ADD IT IONAL PLANT INV ENTORY F AC I L IT I ES Class• ( Inc l ude Part I ) :)_/ TO BE FAC I L IT IE S  NEE D ED �; rooms COMPLETED 
New .&/ Additions §I Site Acquisition, .&I Sold or N EXT Type of Building Buildings Expansion and Aban- No, Used for YEAR .4/ Completed Completed Improvement doned School Purposes Total No, Needed �/ 11 J uly 1 No, Cost of of · imated to Building Program No. No. No. Cost Number Number Number Number New Sites ExSi_anded J une 30 No, of School No. of No. of of of 1tes  of  Bldgs. of of Class-
(a) 1. E�mentary 2. High School (9- 12) 3. Junior High (7-9) 4. Senior High ( 10- 12) 5. Junior-Senior High (7- 12) 6. Combined ( l- 12) 7. Special: (Separate Building) a, Gymnasium b, Alllllitorium c. Cakteria 
d. Sftop e, Music f . Combinations 8. D istr ict Tota ls 
ti Va lue. alitlilll
l r111 Sites and Buildings 
Equipment 
Total 
of of Class- Class-Class- Class- Bldgs. Not Bldgs. Bldgs. Bldgs. Bldgs. rooms Used room s rooms rooms rooms No, acreage No. acreage (b) (c) (d) (e) (f )  (g) (h) ( i) ( j ) (le) (m) (n) (o) (p) (q) (r ) (s) ( t ) 
.s l. .s 
2. 3. 4. 
s. 6. Special facilities in buildings reported in lines 1 to 6 above should not be listed in lines 7a through 7f, ONLY L IST UNDER "1" I F  SE PARAT E  B U I L D I NGS. a, 
·• r:::::::\::::::::•• b. 
:-: :: : :\•:•::::::::} C, d. 
e, 
f .  
s 8. 
P ART v. P U P I L S  IN  EXC ESS OF NORMAL 
t'.:\'.\: I t  1.0:.: 
CAPACITY 
\(}.:< • :· .. : 
<>>< 
:: :•:••:: :::::::::: 
ttt(:i 
§}{/" ::: .. .. ·.·: -: ·-:- :-: ·• 
s 
1 The number of pupils  "in excess of normal capacity" includes pupils exceed ing the number that can be accommodated, without ov crowd ing, or without multiple ses• sion, in the instruction rooms of public owned school plants in use. In computing normal capacity for regular clas srooms in M "  souri, use the following standards: 30 pupils for elementary rooms, 28  pupils for junior high, and 25 pupils for senior high. Normal capacity of  a spec ia l instruct onal room* shall be 20 pupils, or the number of pupil stations whichever is the smaller. For the purpose of this report, the excess enrollment in one school is not t be reduced by any unused capacity in another. The following categories are to be included in the count: 
10. 
( 1) The number of pupils exceeding normal capacity in all overcrowded instruction rooms in use, (2) In the case of multiple sessions, the difference between the normal capacity of a single full session and the numb attending all sessions. (3) The total number of pupils in makeshift or improvised facilities, ! (4) The total number of pupils in non-school public buildings. TOTA L E LEoMEN T A A V  H I G H  S C H OO L . . It is estimated that by October 1 this district wil l  have enrolled .J I I I� pupils 1 n  exce s s  of norma l capac ity, 
1 1 .  OF THE TOTAL NUMBER OF CLASSROOMS REPORTED AS NEEDED IN PART IV, LINE 8, COL�N us1 1  SHOW THE NUM BER NEEDED: a, To accommodate the excess enrollment reported in Item 10 : classrooms b, To replace obsolete and unsatisfactory facilit ies now in use: classrooms c. Total number of classrooms Deeded (PART IV, line 8, column . .  s")  *A specia l  instructiona I room is one that is so arranged and/or equipped that it can only be used for a specific purpose or for teaching a special subject. Examples of such rooms are: industrial arts ,  vocational agric.ulture, home economics, arts and crafts, typewriting, music, office practice, etc, 
I. STUDENT EN ROL LMENT AND RET ENTION 
Indi cate in the blanks the number of students who fal l  i nto each descript ive  category. 
Boys Girl s Major Reason for Dropping Out of School Distribution of Scholastic Aptitude of Drop•outs 
� � u 
Ji Girls  
·a u 
Ill 
"Cl = "Cl = u Grade "Cl "Cl V U � c:; -s 0 I> � 0 u "Cl c:; 0 ·3 � II'\ V � .;:: "Cl "Cl ii: "Cl "Cl � CII CII 4.1 1,.1., c:; r--- :;:: a,-.. 4.1 u ... � ] -� Ei � U 9 � u ·e � V .E < .. IIO .: t CII u �  t i  ii: � u �  t I � �  Ill Q, Ill Q, i,, U  .� "Cl � ] 8 0� t,1 - u l> ...c: � .el I> I> .,= � .el � c:; Q, c:; 0, ...c: ..0  j � u t  0 .,c:; O .,c:; �8 0 I> �8 0 !! o t  u 2  e 0 .8.;:: t� :::: - ... .8 ... - ... c:; Q .s c:; Q 0 < t,I ... O ""' I> II'\ fJ ... .... u .,.. � � ..5 ll. ll.  CO il.  jilr; ..J ..5  z ..5  < ..... CQ N � IXl N  < �  CQ lQ � IXl N  Un. 7- 12 1/ ----7 - - -- ·� �  --- ---
- - � -· - - - -
�- -·� - ·� - -10 
1 1  -- - '- - - -12 
'-- Graduates This Year Graduates of Previous Year Graduates of Previous Year Who Entered: Dro uts of Previous Year Who Entered Eighth Grade ii High School College Special Schools Jobs Other Mi litary i '  « n t .. Eighth Grade _, High School Training 1/ Part-time Full-time Boys - · -Girls .. TOTAL 
ll Interviewed by counselor or principal prior to transferring or dropping out. General Comments: 
11 Unclassi fied students for grades 7 through 12, 11 Includes all training not a part of the high school program. 
.!I Number of graduates or pupils promoted to ninth grade. 
LOCAL MON EY (a) TAXES - Current and intangible taxes should be distributed between the funds according to the levies in these funds. Delinquent taxes are distributed as current taxes, except when previous years' obligations would be a!fected by such distribution, (b) TUITION AND TRANSPORTATION - All receipts for tuition shall be credited to the teachers fund, and all receipts for transportation shall be credited to the incidental fund. COUNTY MON E Y  (c) COUNTY AND TOWNSHIP - County and township interest, fines,  forfeitures, escheats, etc. are t o  b e  credited t o  the teachers fund, 
7 
� 
UTILITY TAXES - Receipts from state assessed utility property revenue (railroad and utilities) should be the amount received for school purposes (teachers and in, idental funds) and distributed accord. ing to levies in these two funds, For other purposes (building, sin Icing, and interest funds) the distribution should be according to levies in these funds. STATE MON E Y  (d) EQUALIZATION QUOTA, TEACHER PREPARATION, AND ADDITIONAL AMOUNT - Section 163 ,061  RSMo provides that not less than eighty per cent (80%) o f  this basic apportionment shall be credited to the teachers fund. (e) TRANSPORTATION - Transportation aid shall be credited to the incidental fund. ( f )  EXCEPTIONAL PUPIL AND/OR ORPHAN AIDS - Exceptional pupil and/or orphan aids shall be credited to the teachers fund. (g) BUILDING FUND - All money derived from taxation or received from the state for the erection of school buildings, from the sale of school sites, schoolhouse or school furniture. from insurance, from sale of bonds or any interest thereon shall be placed to the credit of the building fund. 
VITA 
Glendon Laverne Farmer, son of Dennis S. and Mattie E. Farmer, 
was born in Havana, Arkansas, on June 2, 1926. He completed elementary 
and secondary school in Arkansas and wa� graduated from Bigelow High 
School, Bigelow , Ar�ansas , in 1944. �n 1944, he entered the United 
States Army and served �n the Pacific Theater Qf Operations dur�ng the 
latter part of World War II  as an infantry rifleman. He was discharged 
from the army in 1946. In January, 1947, he entered Harding College, 
Searcy, Arkansas, where he received his Bachelor of Arts degree in 1949 
with a major in Business Administration and a minor i� History. In the 
fall of 1949, he began his t•aching career as a business teacher at 
Williford· High School, Williford, Arkansas . In . 1950, he was called into 
the United States Air Force for service during the Korean War. In the 
fall of 1951 , he assumed duti�s as Superintendent of the Williford School 
District, Williford, Arkansas. In the summer of 1953 he moved- to Bragg 
City, Missouri, where he served .as busines� teacher, high school princi­
pal and superintenoent. He did summer work at Pe4body College, Nashville, 
Tennessee, where he received - his Master of Arts degree in Business Educa­
tion with a minor in Educational .Administration. In the . summer of 1965, 
he entered f�lltime r�sidency at the University of Tennessee, Knoxville, 
as a doctoral student in the Department of Administration and Supervision, 
in the College of Education. While in the doctoral program, he served 
as a graduate assistant, assisted in conducting a program for the 
292 
293  
training of school board members in the State of Tennessee, and served 
as president of the Campu$ Chapter of Phi Delta Kappa. Since the summer 
of 1947 he has served as Business Manager of the Florence City Schools 
in r1orence, Alabama. In 1954, he was married �o the former Geraldine 
Holloway and they have three children: two girls ; Sherry, _aged 14, and 
Patti, aged nine, and a_ son ; John, aged five . 
